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sustained by those who sent us here. I put to you 
the question: will our constituents be satisfied, in the 

resent attitude of Mexico, with apathetic inaction, 
tame indifference, stoical neutrality? Each one 
must answer that question for himself. I can but 
say, that it isnot my judgment of our people. 1 
have found them neither cold nor passionless. And 
they must be both, if they demanded not, that now, 
even at the threshold of these menaced atrocities, 
while yet the assassin’s sword is undrawn, their 
government should interpose (as it has interposed) 
in the name of outraged umanity, in the name of 
violated law, its solemn protest against them. Should 
that protest be effectual, well; our interposition will 
have averted murder and preserved peace: but 
should it prove unavailing, and the butchery, in 
very deed, proceed, the spirit of our fathers must 
be dead within us, if we grudge our treasure or our 
blood, whenever both may be needed, to arrest 
Mexican barbarity. 


My conclusions are, then: that it is both wise and 
lawful to accede to the wishes of Texas, and incor- 
porate that country into our Union; and that, till 
that incorporation is consummated, it is our duty to 
protest, and, if need be, to protect Texas, against 
all violations of international law, with which she 
has been menaced. Thecustom of nations permits 
this course; our national honor demands it. Bold- 
ness and plain dealing, chastened by prudent fore- 
sight, are a nation’s best resource against foreign en- 
croachment; her surest means to avert the calami- 
ties of war. Boldly, then, and without reserve, let 
us meet this question. Let us annex Texas at 
once. The liberal portion of the world will ap- 
prove, the rest will acquiesce; and, in ten years, the 
wonder will be, not that Texas has settled quietly 
down into an integral portion of our confederacy; 
but that men should ever have been found, so blind 
to the interests of their country, as to oppose her 
annexation. 


Mr. EDWARD S. HAMLIN obtained the floor, 
and on his motion the committee rose and reported 
progress. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved a resolution to change 
the daily hour of meeting of the House to 11 
o’clock, a. m., from and after to-morrow. 

Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR moved an amendment as 
a substitute, providing for a daily evening session 
of the House, to commence at 7 o’clock, p.m. It 
was well known, he said, that the committees had 
considerable business before them, with which the 
meeting of the House as early as proposed would 
interfere; whereas a meeting in the evening would 
not have that effect. 

Mr. HOLMES moved that the House adjourn. 

After some delay and confusion on points of or- 
der, the question being taken and agreed to, 

The House adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 

By Mr. MOSELEY: The petition of 600 citizens of Buffalo 
for an appropriation for a sea wall to protect Buffalo harbor. 

By Mr. C. M. REED: ‘The memorial of Robert Hollister, 
esq., and 150 citizens of Buffalo, New York, praying Con- 
a to make an appropriation to extend the sea wall for 

€ protection of that harbor : 

By Mr. ALBERT SMITH: The petition of James Gibson 
and 113 others, citizens of Oaktield, Genesee county, New 
York, praying fora reduction and uniform system of post- 
age 


By Mr. STILES: The memorial of the citizens of Savan- 
nah, Georgia, praying for a reduetion of postage: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Oftice and Post Roads. 

By Mr. A. P. STONE: The petition of Abraham Mettal 
for relief: referred to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. FRENCH: The petition and accompanying pa- 
pers of Phillip Miller, praying for a pension: referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. The petition and accom- 
ie peers of Ralph Stewart, praying for a pension: 
refe to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERY D. POTTER: The petition of 181 citi- 
zens of Cleveland, Ohio, asking an approprietion for the 
erection of a marine hospital inthe city of Cleveland, upon 
the site conveyed by the State of Ohio to the United States 
for ot perrens: referred to the Committee of Commerce. 

By Mr. NES: The petitions of W. M. Reynolds, and 8. 8. 
Schmucker, numerously signed by the citizens of Gettys- 


burg. Adams county, Pennsylvania, praying Congress ior 
the immediate adoption of a system of orm and cheap 








By Mr. COLLAMER: The petition of Andrew Pettigrew 
and 50 others, praying a reduction of postage: referred to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

By Mr. FISH: The memorial of William A. Drew, admin- 
istrator, &c.,for a balance upon a contract for supplies to 
Sinclair’s army. 

By Mr. PRATT: The petition of Solomon Crandle and 
82 others, inhabitants of Chatham, New York, for a reduc- 
tion of the rates of postage for all distances under 100 miles, 
5 cents, &c., and abolishing the frankirg privilege. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Silas Meacham 
in relation to an improved light-house lamp: referred to the 
Committee of Commerce. 





Mr. McDowe t, on Monday last, on leave, in- 
troduced the following bill: 


A BILL admitting the republic of Texas as a State into the 
Union of the United States of America, &c. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of meiica in Congress assembled, That 
the republic of Texas, embracing the residue of the terri- 
tory ceded by the government of France to the United 
States of America, in the year eighteen hundred and three, 
including also such other territory as she may be possessed 
of by purchase or conquest, and not included within any 
of the States or Territories of the same, be, and the same is 
hereby, admitted into and made part of the Union of the 
United States of America, as one of the sovereign States 
thereof, to exercise all the powers, rights, privileges, and 
immunities, now exercised and enjoyed by the other States 
of this Union: Provided, That said republic, to avail itself 
of the provisions of this act, shall, as soon as practicable, 
so alter or amend her constitution as that none of the offices 
created, nor powers conferred thereby, shall conflict or be 
inconsistent with the powers exercised by the government 
of the United States under the constitution thereof: nd 
provided, further, That said republic shall, so soon as her 
constitution shall have been so amended, transmit a true 
copy of the same to the Congress of the United States, for 
its examination and acceptance, accompanying the same 
with such evidence of her acceptance of the provisions of 
this act as she may deem proper, &c. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That so soon as the said 
republic of Texas shall have complied with the foregoing 
provisions, and her constitution altered as aforesaid, shall, 
upon examination as aforesaid, be found to approximate as 
nearly to the principles of a republican form ot government 
as a majority of the States of this Union, that then the honor 
and faith of the government of the United States are hereby 
pledged to declare, byan act of the Congress thereof, that said 
republic of Texas, having complied in all things with the 
provisions and oS a are of this act, is, to all intents and 
purposes, one of the States of the Union as aforesaid, and en- 
titled, from the passage of said act, to the full enjoyment of 
all the privileges and immunities incident to the other States 
of said Union. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the public lands 
within the territory of said State be, and the same are hereby, 
pledged for the payment of the debts for which the faith of 
said republic stands pledged, amounting, as is estimated, to 
about ten millions of dollars; and, in addition to the public 
lands hereby pledged, the net revenue derived from duties 
and customs imposed upon foreign merchandise and ton- 
nage, and collected within the boundaries of said State, after 
deducting the expense of collecting the same, shall also be 
applied to the payment of said debts, until the same shall be 
extinguished; and that after the same shall have been paid, 
the residue of the proceeds of the sales of public land, and 
the said customs aud duties, shall go into the treasury of 
the United States. 

Sec. 4. Ind be it further enacted, That the amount and 
validity of said debts shall be ascertained, and said lands 
disposed of, and the proceeds of the sales thereof, and the 
proceeds of the said customs and duties, applied in their 
payment in such manner as the Congress of the United 
States shall! direct. 

Sec. 5. Ind be it further enacted, That the public lands 
hereby ceded and transferred to the United States shall in- 
clude all public lots and squares, vacunt land, mines, miner- 
als, salt lakes and springs, fortifications, barracks, ports 
and harbors, navy and navy-yards, docks, magazines, arms, 
armaments, accoutrements, archives and public documents, 
belonging to and in the possession of said republic at the 
time of the taking effect of this act. 

Src. 6. 4nd be it further enacted, That all titles to real 
estate, valid under the existing laws of said republic, shall 
be deemed and held valid by the laws of the Luited States, 

Sec. 7. wind he it firther enacted, I hat the Congress of 
the United States shall, afterthe payment of the public debt 
of Texas as aforesaid, make in the copes of the residue 
of said land, as far as may be practicable, the same regnia- 
tions for the advancement of education and the establich- 
ment of roads, &c.,as now exist with the States of this 
Union, within whose boundaries the land ceded-by the séy- 
eral States to the United States lie. 

Sec. 8 .4nd be it further enacted. That it shall be compe- 
tent for said republic, after it shall have hecome a State of 
this Union, at any time to divide the territory thereof into 
such number of States (not exceeding four) as the political 
convenience of the people thereof shall require. 

Src. 9. .4nd Le it further enacted, That all disputes with 
foreign nations, in reletion to the boundaries of said repub- 
lic, shall be settled, by negotiation or otherwise. between 
said governments and the government of the United States. 

Src 10 9nd be ii further enacted. That said republic, 
after it shall have become a State of this Union. shall be en- 
titled to one representative in the House of Representatives 
of the United States, until the taking of the general census 
of eighteen hundred and fifty. 

Sec. 11. dnd be it further enacted, That the provisions of 








this act shall be in force, and take effect, from and at the 
date of said republic’s complying with the conditions here 
in contained. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuvurspay, January 9, 1845. 


Mr. CHOATE presented a — from Charies 
G. Page, an examiner in the Patent Office, praying 
to be allowed to take out a patent: referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, presented a memorial from Thomas H. 
Perkins and others of Boston, Massachusetts, ask- 
ing Congress to reject all propositions for the an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States, as a slave- 
holding territory: referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial 
from Daniel Gaylord and others, citizens of Con- 
necticut, remonstrating against the annexation of 
Texas to the United States, unless brought about 
by just and fair terms: referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of the same pre 
asking Congress to interfere todo away with the 
traffic of slaves in the District of Columbia. 

The question of reception having been raised, it 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. MILLER presented the petition of the rep- 
resentatives of William Alexander, known as brig- 
adier-general Lord a praying compensation 
for the services and sacrifices of the deceased in the 
army of the revolution: referred, with the papers 
on file on the same subject, to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from aun- 
dry citizens of Pennsylvania, and two others from 
citizens of Madison county, New York, praying 
for reform in the naturalization laws; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. PHELPS, it was ordered that 
there be taken from the files, and referred to the Ju- 
diciary Committee, the memorial of John P. Skin- 
ner and the executors of Isaac Green, praying the 
reimbursement of a sum of ey paid on account 
of a judgment obtained against them as sureties of 
Thomas Emerson, late pension agent for the State 
of Vermont. 

Mr. EVANS, on leave, introduced a bill provid- 
ing for the payment of evidences of public debt in 
certain cases; which was read twice, and refesred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, on the table, rela- 
ting to the construction of iron steamers, was order- 
ed to be printed. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from 
Silas Meacham, a superintendent of light-houses on 
the shores of the lakes, praying that his improve- 
ment in the mode of lighting light-houses may be 
adopted by the general government: referred to the 
Committce on Commerce. 


THE HOUMA CLAIM. 


The following resolution, introduced by Mr. Jonn- 
son yesterday, came up for consideration, and waa 
read as follows, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire aud report whether or not the patents 
issued by the order of the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
fuvor of certain claimants under the Houma grant, in the 
State of Lonisiana. were not issued without authority of 
law, and in violation of the acts of Congress, and contrary 
to the decisions of the different commissioners of the Gen- 
eral Land Offices, and of the written opinions of other offi- 
cers whose du'ies relate to the General Land Office for the 
last thirty years; and into the expediency of passing a law 
declaring the said patents void, orof adopting such other 
course as may be necessary to protect the rights of the 
different claimants. and to guard the interests of the United 
States. 

Mr. JOHNSON observed that the petition of 171 
inhabitants, residing within the limits of the Houma 
grant, as surveyed by the claimants, remonstrating 
against the act of the Secretary of the Treasury in 
issuing patents in favor of the claimants under the 
said grant, presented yesterday, contains @ pretty 
correct description of the boundaries of the claim 
set up under the grant, and of the character of the 
preended claim for which the patents in question 

were issued; and he would, therefore, refer to it aa 


a part of his argument. 
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The petition represents, that the undersigned 
inhabitants of the parishes of Ascension and Iber- 
ville, State of Louisiana, have recently heard with 
astonishment that patents have lately been issued by 
the present Secretary of the Treasury in favor of the 
claimants under the Houma land claim, embracing 
all the lands, except a portion of those claimed by 
front proprietors on the Mississippi river, from five 
miles below Donaldsonville, on the left bank of the riv- 
er to the river Iberville, a distance of forty miles by 
the river, and sixteen in a direct line; thence extend- 
ing down the Iberville, or bayou Mancohac, to the 
river Amit, about twenty miles; thence down the 
Amit, about forty miles, to the lake Maurepas, and 
and along said lake five or six miles to the lower 
line of said claim; thence to the Mississippi river 
twenty-two and a half miles; being one undred 
miles around the claim, and sixty miles on the rear 
or back line. That the lower line running back 
crosses twe navigable rivers, to wit: the New 
river and bayou Conway, forming the river Aca- 
diene, the Little Amit river, each having at low wa- 
ter 8 feet, or more, water in the channel at their 
mouths, and ave navigable many miles up. 

The petitioners further represent that between 
two and three hundred families are now settled on the 
lands covered by the patents illegally issued as afore- 
said, some of them on Spanish grants confirmed, but 
the greater number on lands purchased from the Uni- 
ted States; and the whole of which have been greatly 
improved by their labor. That the settlements on 
these lands are well known to be among the oldest 
settlements in Louisiana; and that the Spanish gov- 
ernment, subsequent to the date of the Houma grant, 
made other grants within the limits of this pretended 
claim, not only on the Mississippi, the Iberville, 
New river, and the Amit river, but between the 
Mississippi and the Amit, showing concluisvely that 
the Houma claim did not cover these grants. That 
the title to the Houma claim is incomplete, not being 
bounded, surveyed, or defined; and that the extent, 
as now claimed, was never found under the existence 
of Spanish government. That the said claim has 
been repeatedly rejected by Congress, and never re- 
cognised by the General ool Office until the pres- 
ent Secretary of the Treasury assumed the duties of 
this office, (See the letter of G. Graham, Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, of the 17th Febru- 
ary, 1829, and the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury thereon, Senate document 197, of the 25th 
Congress. ) 

The petitioners further represent that the upper 
line of said grant, as now claimed, runs north 40 
degrees west, and strikes the settlement on the Mis- 
sissippi river, in the bend above, within about 20 
acres from the place of beginning; and following said 
line, passes withing half a mile of the Mississippi 
river through a great number of sugar and cotton 
plantations; and if ran according to the grant, north 
50 degress west, would strike the Mississippi river 
in running about sixty acres. That it is a fact, 
which can be established, that the first line was 
run and thus struck the river, when the claimants 
went back and took another departure north 40 de- 
grees west. 

The petitioners would further represent that the 
courts of the United States have decided against the 
validity of the Houma grant, to the extent claimed, 
in the case of Minor vs. Tillotson. This case was 
decided in the circuit court of the United States at 
New Orleans, against the validity of the Houma 
claim; which decision was confirmed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States in March, 1844. 

Mr.. J. observed, that to a certain extent, 
the Houma claim is unquestionably valid; and 
in his opinion to a greater extent than has been re- 
cognised by the acts of Congress. The original 
grant is indefinite as to limits; its boundaries being 
undefined by any special call, and no survey of the 
entire grant having been made under the existence 
of the Spanish government, a question has arisen as 
to the quantity of lands actually embraced therein. 
The claim fronts on the left side of the Mississippi 
river, and runs back, as surveyed by the claimants 
since the American government took possession of 
the country, to the river Amit, opening as described 
in the petition referred to, and containing 188,716 
acres of land. 

Congress passed an act in 1805, providing for the 
appointment of a board of commissioners for the 
eastern district of the Territory of Orleans, apd 
another board for the western district, requiring that 
they should examine all land claims within their 
respective districts presented for the pu , and 
report the same to the Secretary of the frecsery, 
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with the evidence taken in support thereof, together 
with their opinion as to the validity of such claims, to 
be laid before Congress subject to their de 
termination thereon. In conformity to the pro- 
visions of this law, the claimants under the Houma 
grant presented their claims to the commissioners of 
the eastern district, with the evidences, &c., of their 
title. A majority of the board recommended the 
said claims for confirmation to their full extent; 
which report was laid before Congress by Mr. Gal- 
latin, the then Secretary of the Trenale. who dis- 
approved the recommendation of the board. Con- 
gress, in 1814, passed an act meet the said 
claims to the extent of azleague square. In Louisi- 
ana it is considered that a league square contains 
5,416 acres. In Missouri, I aan they calculate 
a league to contain 6,002.5 acres. But this differ- 
ence is a matter of no importance as it regards this 
discussion. 

Since the passage of the act of 1814, confirming 
these claims to the extent of a league square, the 
claimants have coer applied to Congress, with- 
out effect, praying that their claims might be con- 
firmed, so as to embrace the whole quantity claim- 
ed—188,216.69 acres. And for the last thirty years, 
he thought, they had annually applied to the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office for patents, 
embracing 188,216 acres, instead of 5,416, contend- 
ing that they required no further act of Congress. 
The Commissioner, and other officers attached to 
the General Land Office, have repeatedly, within 
the said period, as he was informed, reported against 
these applications, after having obtained the opin- 
ions of different attorney generals of the United 
States. 

When he took his seat in this body last spring, 
there was then pending before the Senate a bill 
sears to provide for the adjudication of certain 
arge claims in Louisiana, which had not been re- 
cognised by Congress. So far as this object was 
provided for, he had no objection to the bill. But it 
contained a further provision, directing patents 
to be issued at once in favor of the claimants, 
under the Houma grant, for the whole of their 
claim—188,216 acres—without a judicial decis- 
ion in their favor. Being informed of the 
character of these claims, and of all the circum- 
stances to which he had referred, he consid- 
ered it his duty to oppose this provision of the bill, 
which, after considerable discussion, was rejected 
by a large majority of the Senate, leaving the claim 
to be adjusted under the provisions of the bill which 
yassed, as provided forthe adjudication of the other 
ne claims in Louisiana. Independently of the 
conflicting claims referred to in the petition which 
has been read, he could see no reason why patents 
should be directed to be issued in favor of the claim- 
ants under this grant in preference to those holding 
under the Maison Rouge claim, which is certainly a 
very strong one, and under the Bastrop, and other 
claims in Louisiana. 

Notwithstanding all these proceedings, and this 
state of the case, the present Secretary of the 
Treasury, shortly after he assumed the duties of his 
office, directed patents to be issued in favor of the 
claimants under the said Houma grants, for the 
whole quantity claimed—188,216 acres; and on his 
(Mr. J.’s) arrival here, at the commencement of the 
present session of Congress, patents have been ac- 
tually issued in favor of two of the claimants for 
64,700 acres; and an order had been given by the 
secretary, directing a patent in favor of the other 
claimant, as soon as a patent certificate should be 
produced from New Orleans, (which is now here,) 
for 123,516 aeres. With the view of bringing this 
question before the Senate as early as practicable, 
he had offered a resolution some time since, which 
was adopted, calling on the Secrefary of the ‘Treas- 
ury for information in regard to the matter; and he 
addressed him a letter, stating that the question as to 
the legality of issuing said patents was pending be- 
fore the Senate, and suggested the propriety of sus- 
pending the patent directed to be issued, as before 
stated, until Congress shall have acted on the sub- 
ject. Whether it has since been suspended in con- 
sequence of his letter, or how long it may yet be 
suspended, he could not say, for he had had no con- 
versation with the secretary upon the subject. 

The high respect he entertained for the character 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and for the office 
he held, prevented him from characterizing his acts, 
in directing the patents to be issued, in the cases re- 
ferred to, as he thought they merited. 

He had at first intended referring the resolution 


to the Committee on Private Land Claims; but as 
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the question now presented was strictly a legal one 
arising out of the construction of acts of Congress 
he was of opinion that it should go to the Commit. 
tee on the Judiciary. Should the committee afte 
an examination of the case, concur in the views 
which have been presented, they would at once. he 
hoped, report a bill declaring void the patents which 
have been thus illegally issued; and prohibit by 
joint resolution, 6r otherwise, the issuing of the 
other patent directed to be issued by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in favor of the other claimants ’ 

It was stated here, yesterday, that the last patent 
had been issued. It was not so. He had been in 
formed that it was not issued. It is suspended; yy 
how long it will remain so, he did not know. Th: 
resolution was one merely of inquiry as to the pro- 
priety of annulling the patents. e thought there 
was no doubt as to the power of Congress to anny! 
the pateats if they were issued through fraud or 
error, or if issued in violation of law. Whils: 
he was up, he hoped the committee would 
bear with him for one moment, as the gyb- 
ject was one of moment to individuals, and 
of great interest to the United States. He 
then referred to the act of Congress of April, 1814 
for the final adjustment of land titles in the State of 
Louisiana, and showed that no claim exceeding 
one league square could be confirmed. The Jaw 
forbade the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice to confirm any claim reported upon by the board 
of commissioners exceeding in quantity one league 
square. Thesecretary, in his opinion directing the 
issuing of those patents, refers to this law, and 
another act of Congress passedat the same session, 
and simply says that these claims are confirmed un- 
der those laws. Now he would ask whether these 
claims were confirmed under these two laws. The 
other act of 1814 is an act concerning certificates. 
There is nothing in it about the confirmation of 
claims, but authorizes the issuing of certificates for 
claims confirmed by the other laws. There was 
nothing in the law confirming claims, but directing 
the manner the certificates and surveys should be 
returned. Every commissioner for thirty years past 
opposed, and the present commissioner was now 
opposed to, the issuing of patents for these claims. 

e thought the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office was to blame, in this instance, for yielding to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, who had no authori- 
ty to direct him to issue patents for these claims, 
which were not confirmed by law. There was no 
authority for the act, and in any point of view it 
was a most extraordinary proceeding. The first 
law to which the secretary, in his opinion, refers to 
poe the act, only confirms claims not exceeding a 
eague square, (some 6,000 acres,) and he has direct- 
ed the issuing of a patent for 185,000 acres. The 
other act to which he refers does not, as he before 
said, confirm any claims, or relate to their 
confirmation; but directs surveys to be made, 
&c. If the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office was satisfied that the certificates were in con- 
formity to law, and legal surveys, then he directs 
the patents to be issued, and not ‘he Secretary of the 
Treasury. Although there was general power in 
the secretary to control the commissioner, yet.in this 
case he had not the power, because the law express- 
ly provided that the commissioner should issue the 
patents if the claims were confirmed under the law ot 
1214, referred to. 


Mr. DAYTON said he did not intend to consume 
the time of the Senate in discussing this resolution, 
because he knew nothing of the matter. Itseemed to 
him, from the reading of the resolution, that it put 
a burden on the Judiciary Committee which was 
not only exceedingly onerous, but a burden which 
they had no legitimate right to perform. It burdens 
them with an inquiry as to the legality of certain 
patents issued by the government. ‘The duty of is- 
suing these 9 belongs to one branch of the 
government by the power of law, and whether 
rightfully or calie, he has thought proper 
to issue them. Weare called on to look into this 
act, done under authority of law, by another braych 
of the government, and to pass a law to render the 
act invalid. He merely wished to preclude the 
question that bound the committeee to report in the 
manner provided by the resolution, and moved the 
following proviso as an amendment to the resolution, 
as follows: 

Provided, That the said committee, before the investigation 
thereof shall think Congress has the legal right to interfere 


therewith, in the manner provided, and shall deem it expe- 
dient to do so. 


Mr. JOHNSON said he did not ebject to the pro- 
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yiso, but remarked that the very law which created 
the office of Secretary’of the Treasury, subjected him 
to the direction of Congress. He was acting under 
the instruction of Congress. Do we not, under our 
resolutions, direct him in many cases? He acts under 
the instruction of Congress and the laws passed by 
Congress. He has acted in directing the issuing of 
these patents, under but two laws of Congress, to 
which he refers in his opinion. Is there anything 
incompatible with the duties of the committee to ex- 
amine whether there was anything in those laws to 
authorize the issuing of these patents; and whether, 
if issued illegally, we have any power to pass a law 
to set them aside? The Supreme Court has set aside 

atents in some cases. But here wasa law which 
admitted of the issue of patents for claims confirmed, 
notexceeding a league square, under which the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has undertaken to issue a 
patent embracing 189,000 acres—183,000 of which 
are expressly re- jected by the law. 

Now, sir, if Congress cannot inquire into the matter, 
who can? He did not believe that the patents issued 
in favor of the claimants referred to would, if not 
cancelled by Congress, impair the rights of those 
residing on the said claim, as stated in the petition, 
holding under Spanish grants, or under purchases 
derived from the United States, but they would sub- 
ject these claimants to the expense and trouble of 
Jaw suits; and had already, es he was informed, 
alarmed some of them, and induced them to abandon 
their claims, and receive back from the United 
States the money they paid for their lands; and he 
contended that it was the duty of Congress to pass 
an act annulling the said patents. That as it re- 
gards the vacant lands within the limits of the claim 
for which patents have issued, an act of Congress 
was absolutely necessary. Without such an act, he 
would be shed be informed how the question as 
to the validity of the patents, so far as regards the 
vacant lands, could be decided. 

He referred to the different acts of Congress, show- 
ing that the Secretary of the Treasury had no pow- 
er to issue the oe that, on the contrary, the 
said acts expressly prohibit patents from being is- 
sued. He contended, at some length, that Congress 
had the power to annul the patents thus issued, 
without legal authority, and contrary to the laws of 
Congress. He thought the amendment, though he 
did not object to it, was unnecessary. 

Mr. HANNEGAN said he rose to make an ex- 
planation at the request of an individual. Happen- 
ing in the General Land Office this morning on other 
business, the commissoner, who is a citizen of the 
State he (Mr. H.) in part represented on that floor, 
called his attention to the course of the Senate, and 
requested him, if the thing should be again agitated, 
and his, (the commissioner’s) name be brought up in 
connection with the issuing of these patents, to make 
an explanation for him. The Commissioners of the 
General Land Office from the time of Graham deci- 
ded against these claimants. That during the last 
summer, after being solicited, he resisted the issu- 
ing of those patents. Subsequently, the secretary 
took the whole matter out of his hands, and after 
examination thereof, returned them with an or- 
der to issue the patents and refund the money 
to the original purchasers. The Commission- 
er of the General Land Office feels that he has 
no alternative left but to obey the order of his 
superior, The law only prescribes in ordina- 
ry sales of lands, that the commissioner has 
sole control over the issuing of patents. But this is 
an extraordinary case. In contested pre-emption 
cases, and other litigated cases such as this, the de- 
cision is made by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and not by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Otiice. ‘The commissioner is bound to obey his su- 
pertor. He further stated to me, sir, that two pat- 
ents were issued, covering 60,000 acres; and as soon 
as the question was agitated here, he 1efused to issue 
the other patents, and arrested the whole concern. 
He(Mr. H.) knew the commissioner long and in- 
Umately, and he knew that there was never to be 
found a man of more integrity; and if fraud and 
corruption shall be found to be at the bottom of this 
matter his skirts will be clear. He is incapable of 
an improper transaction. 

Mr. JOHNSON aaid it was very far from his in- 
tention to attribute motives to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. So tar from it, he entertained 
the pees opinion of his integrity; but he did say, and 
would repeat it, that in this particular case he is not 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The law (that of 1814) directs him to do a particu- 
lar act, and therefore the Secretary of the Treasury 





could not control him in that act. He presumed 
the commissioner, in yielding to the secretary, acted 
under a most pure motive. The commissioner now 
acts under the construction he (Mr. J.) gave the 
law. He refuses to obey the order of the secretary, 
and therefore gives the same construction to the 
law. He is convinced that he has the power, and 
refuses to issue the patents by the order of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BAGBY said he had no idea of what was 
right or what wrong in the issuing of these patents; 
but he felt it to be his duty to express to the Senate 
his opinion that the whole subject was improperly 
there, unless Congress had the power to exercise 
judicial functions, and to pass an act invalidating 
patents issued by another department of the govern- 
ment. If he was to understand by the amendment 
the expression of an opinion that they had no juris- 
diction over the question, he would not oppose it; 
but if its adoption authorized the committee to set- 
tle a judicial question, as involved in this land 
claim, then the amendment made the resolution itself 
more objectionable to him. Congress can make 
rules for the settlement of these land titles; but this 
was not deliberation about the rules for that ‘ex 

ose, but about the decision under those rules which 
involved a judicial question, to be settled by another 
tribunal, and not by Congress. According to the 
views of the honorable senator from Louisiana, 
{Mr. Jonnson,] there was something wrong done. 
If we have the power to correct the act of 
the Secretary of the Treasury in this ques- 
tion, he would ask whether they had not an 
equal power in all other cases involving ille- 
gal decisions under law. If power was exercised 
such as was called for by the resolution, Con- 
gress would become the reservoir in which would 
be drawn all questions belonging to the jurisdiction 
of other departments of the government exclusively. 
He could not vote for the resolution without the 
amendment, and then only with the impressien 
that it rendered the resolution inoperative. 

Mr. JOIINSON again remarked that the resolu- 
tion was one merely of inquiry; and contended that 
in the cases where the land belonged to the United 
States, and not to individual claimants, it would be 
impossible to have the patents annulled except by 
act of Congress, as they could not be carried before 
a judicial tribunal to have their validity tested. 

Mr. MOREHEAD had no objection to the ref- 
erence of the whole subject to the committee. But 
he imagined that in an examination of the proceed- 
ings of the departntent, it would be found that there 
was nothing wrong. He understood, not from the 
secretary however, that such was about the state of 
the question. The decision of the Secretary of the 
Treasury was founded on a construction of law, 
which was in his judgment correct, which rendered 
the certificate given by the board of commissioners 
conclusive. The courts of justice of Kentucky had 
never permitted them to go behind the cartihintin. 
The conclusion the secretary came to was, that 
these certificates of the board of commissioners were 
conclusive, and that he could not go behind them. 
He, (Mr. M.,) know of no State in the United States 
which held to any other construction of law. In 
all, he believed the certificates were conclusive evi- 
dence of title. 

Mr. DAYTON said he had certainly, in offering 
his amendment, no intention of eliciting discussion. 
He did not anticipate any when he offered it; nor 
was it his purpose now to enter into a discussion of 
the merits of the controversy. But the phraseology 
of the resolution will explain at once what touches 
the proposed amendment. The resolution reads: 
“That the Committee on the Judiciary be instruct- 
ed to inquue W hether or not the patents issued by 
order of the Secretary of the Treasury in favor of 
certain claimants, under the Houma grant, were not 
issued withont authority of law, and in violation of 
the acts of Congress, &c., and into the expediency 
of passing a law declaring the said patents void.” 
There is in the resolution an imperative instruction 
to the committee to make the inquiry whether it be 
their right to do so ornot. He did not wish, by the 
proviso, to intimate or preclude himself from ex, 
pressing an opiuion that they have any right, but 
to put ina protestando to protect themselves from be- 
ing placed by the resolution in a position which 
would, he conceived, compel them to make the in- 
quiry without a legislative right todo so. He did 
not wish to intimate an opinion in reference 
to the matter. By the courts it has been decided 
that legislative bodies have no right to explain laws, 
but to make, and leave it for the courts to explain 


them. He didnot wish to consume time to discuss 
the merits of this question. He only asked, for the 
reasons mentioned, that the priviso be adopted. 
if, after looking fairly into the matter, the committee 
feel themselves authorized to make the inquiry, they 
can do so. 

Mr. JOHNSON accepted the amendment pro- 
posed, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. JARNAGIN introduced, on leave, a bill for 
the relief of John S. Russworm, the heir and legal 
representative of William Russworm; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 

On motion by Mr. MERRICK, the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roscs was discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of the 
legal representatives of George Mayo, deceased, for 
compensation as clerk in the Post Office Depart- 
ment, 

On motion by Mr. ARCHER, it was ordered 
that the memorial of the heirsof Thomas G. Peachy 
be taken from the files, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of the Public Buildings 
report to the Senate, at the opening of the next session of 
Congress, what particular streets, avenues, and public res 
ervations, in the city of Washington, are, in his opinion, re- 
quired by the public convenience to be improved; the extent 
of improvement proper for each; and the cost of the same, 
respectively, by gravelling or pebble-paving. Also that he, 
at the same time, report tothe Senate the amount received 
by the government from the sale of lots in the city of 
Washington; the value of lots poe by Congress to fiter 
ary or other institutions; andthe amount expended by the 
government in making streets and footways within said 
city. 

On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the petition 
of Balie Peyton, praying for the payment of the 
amount awarded on arbitration, fora site fora light- 
house now in'the occupacy ofthe United States, was 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FOSTER of New York presented a me- 
morial fromthe Long Island Railroad Company, 
praying for the remission of duties on certain rail- 
road iron imported by them: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

On motion by Mr. WOODBURY, the petition 
of citizens of New Hampshire fora mail route, was 
ordered to be taken from the files, and referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, the petition of 
Henry May, the administrator of Wm. H. Sila- 
cum, was ordered to be taken from the files, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The unfinished business from yesterday was the 
bill providing for the establishmentof the Smithao- 
nian institution, the consideration of which was ac- 
cordingly resumed, as in committee of the whole. 

Mr. TAPPAN inquired what was the pending 
motion. 

The CHAIR said it was to recommit the bill. 

Mr. WOODBURY said that, in compliance with 
the desire of the senaters who took part in the dis- 
cussion of yesterday, he would, for the present, with- 
draw his motion to recommit. 

Mr. CHOATE also withdrew his motion of 
amendment, pending at the time the senator from 
New Hampshire moved to recommit the bill. 

Mr. C. then moved to strike out the proviso in 
the first section of the bill, which runs thus: 

Provided, That the books to be purchased for said institu. 
tion shall consist of works on science and the arts, especial- 
ly such as relate to the ordinary business of life, and to the 
various mechanical and other improvements and discoveries 
which may be made. 

His object was to avoid a premature decision on 
the point at issue as to the plan of a general library. 
or special one limited to works on physical science, 
By striking out the proviso, the Senate would not 
commit itself—the question as to the nature of the 
library being reserved for amendment to another sec- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. TAPPAN considered the motion to strike 
out the proviso must produce a test vote on the very 

oint; and if that test was desired, it might as well 
i taken on it as on any other amendment. 

He argued that a library limited to the works on 
science and the arts, specified in the proviso, would 
be the only suitable and appropriate library for the 
institution. There was no necessity for another 
general library in the vo of Washington, where 
the government had already the library of Congress, 
the ibraries of the State, War, Navy, and other 
pubiic departments, annually augmented by means 
of large appropriations. ; 
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Mr. WOODBURY, before the question of strik- 
ing out the proviso was taken, wished to offer an 
amendment which might render it more acceptable. 
He moved to substitute for the words “consist of,” 
the words “among others, include;” which would 
toke away the imperative injunction to purchase 
none but books on science and the arts. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN was about to suggest some 
such modification. He thought the proviso might 
be modified so as to read, ‘That in the purchase of 
books, it shall be a principal object to obtain 
works,” &c., following on with the words of the 
original. 

r. TAPPAN said the senator’s object would be 
attained by nee for the words ‘‘consist of,” 
the words “ re 

Mr. CRI DEN said that would not exact- 
ly aver his idea. 

Mr. PEARCE preferred striking out the proviso 
altogether. If he understood the object aimed at by 
the senator from Massachusetts, it was to make the 
interest of this munificent bequest accomplish the 
injunction of the donor, by such an increase and dif- 
fusion of knowledge among men as a complete na- 
tional library, worthy of” him and this country, 
would undoubtedly insure. The library of Con- 
gress, though no larger than the private collections 
of many private gentlemen in Europe, had been 30 
years collecting, and now numbered only 40,000 
volumes. The library of the British Museum con- 
sists of 200,000 volumes; yet, by a recent report, it 
appears that £100,000 is required to render it com- 
ey The libraries of the government alluded to 

y the senator from Ohio, are indispensable to the 
departments, as is that of Congress to the Capitol: 
they cannot, with due regard to the interests of na- 
tional legislation, be transferred for public use as a 
national library. By carrying out the suggestion of 
the senator from Massachusetts, a great national li- 
brary, worthy of the country and of the donor of 
this fund, may be established. 

The qnestion was taken on Mr. Woopsury’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN now moved his amendment 
(before stated.) 

Mr. CHOATE thought it equally objection- 
able; its tendency would be to prompt the 
managers to the selection alone of the descrip- 
tion of works in some measure prescribed. He 
would infinitely prefer the postponement of this 
question of limitation till an amendment to the 8th 
section, which he had in view, should come up. 
He hoped the simple motion to ‘strike out the pro- 
viso would prevail. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN withdrew his motion. 

After afew remarks from Mr. Tappan in favor of 
retaining the proviso, 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Cnoare, and the proviso was stricken out. 


Mr. CHOATE now moved to insert in the fifth 
section, which enumerates the duties of the super- 
intendent, so much of the succeeding sections as the 
following words contain: ‘“‘And he (the superinten- 
dent) shall make experiments to determine the util- 
2 and advantage of new modes and instruments of 

culture; to determine whether new fruits, plants, 
pa vegetables may be cultivated to advantage in the 
United States; and all such fruits, plants, seeds, and 
vegetables as shall be found useful, and adapted to 
any of our soils and climate, shall be distributed 
among the people of the Union.” This would meet 
the wishes of the senator from Ohio, so far as re- 
_— the professor of agriculture and horticulture. 

t was his design to move afterwards to strike out 
the 7th section, which provides for a corps of pro- 
fessors, and to offer a substitute. 

Mr. TAPPAN thought there were other profes- 
sors equally indispensable—such as one on chemistry 
and one on astronomy. If a professor of astrono- 
my were attached to the institution, the observatory 
could be confided’to ite care, and the very valyable 
instruments it coniains would afford facilities for the 
study of that branch of science at the capital not to 
be obtained elsewhere in the Union. Chemistry 
was also intimately connected with the objects of 
the institution. 

Mr.. CHOATE said discussion on these points 
would come up on a future motion he should 
make. 

The question was then taken, and the amendment 
was eee: 

HOATE now moved to strike out the 7th 
section, and to insert in lieu of it the following: 

Section 7, strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
sert, “That the board of managers shall employ competent 
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persons to deliver lectures, or courses of lectures, in the in- 
stitution, upon literature, science, and art, and the applica- 
tion of science and art, during the sessions of Congress; to 
make regulations respecting attendance thereon; to fix the 
rates of compensation therefor; and to prescribe, from time 
to time, the subjects of such lectures, having regard to the 
character of the audience before whom they are delivered, 
and the intent of the donor—that is to say, the increase and 
diffusion of knowledge among men. 

This amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CHOATE next moved to strike out the 8th 


section, and to substitute the following: 


Src. 8. And whereas an ample and well-selected public li- 
brary constitutes one of the most permanent, constant, and 
effectual means of increasing and diffusing knowledge 
among men; therefore 

Be it further enacted, That an annual expenditure, be made 
from the interest of the fund aforesaid, under the direction 
of the said managers, on the purchase of books and man- 
uscripts for the formation of a library of the institution 
aforesaid, which, for its extent, variety, and value, shall be 
worthy of the donor of the said fund and of this nation and 
of the age. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to add to it a provi- 
so that, in the purchase of books for said institution, 
it should be regarded as a principal object to pur- 
chase works on science and the arts, especially such 
as relate to the ordinary business of life, and to the 
various mechanical and other improvements and 
discoveries which may be made. 

Mr. CHOATE argued that this limitation was 
not only unnecessary, but would most certainly 
prove injurious. It was unnecessary, because no 
national library, such as he contemplated, and such 
as he hoped the Senate would authorize, could be 
made complete without every one of the works 
on science and the arts which the senators 
from Ohio and Kentucky could possibly de- 
sire. The proviso would operate injuriously, 
by raising a constitutional question of dispu- 
tation among the managers as to the quantity 
of money to be applied to this special description 
of books, and to general literature. If it was stated 
that, out ‘of a given sum, two-thirds should be de- 
voted to these books and one-third to other books, 
they could easily agree; but indefinitely directing a 
preference, would be to limit exceedingly in effect 
the portion to be devoted to works of general litera- 
ture. 

This point was debated at great length by 
Messrs. CRITTENDEN, CHOATE, and WOOD- 
BURY: Mr. CHOATE being op osed to any provi- 
so,and Messrs. CRITTENDEN and WOODBU- 
RY in favor of one sufficiently explanatory to show a 
preference for the works indicated, without a 
an undue restriction on the purchase of all othe 

books suitable to a general library. 

Mr. RIVES said he should feel very great repug- 
nance to any provision in this bill which should as- 
sume to recognise any important distinction between 
the different branches of human knowledge. The 
general object of this bequest—of which we are con- 
stituted the trustee—is described to be the “increase 
and diffusion of knowledge among men.” Now, if we 
were to have alibrary at rall to carry out this great ob- 
ect, it really seemed to him that that library ought to 
o coextensive with the limits of human knowledge. 
Some of his honorable friends, on both sides of the 
House, had dropped observ ations in the course of this 
debate-—and he had heard them with surprise—which 
would seem toimply that moral science is not knowl- 
edge, and that nothing but what are regarded as the nat- 
ural sciences—astronomy, mathematics, and others 
of that class—is knowle ge. The great field of mod- 
ern inquiry relating to the moral and political 
sciences is not to be considered at all as a 
branch of human knowledge! Was this so? 
And was this the country, or this the age, in 
which we were to recognise such a doctrine? 
It did seem to him that the most important of all 
the branches of human knowledge is that which re- 
lates to the moral and political relationsofman. It 
is intimately jusiaeiel rith the rights, and duties, 
and privileges of citizens, whether in public or in 
private life. How would gentlemen designate that 
great branch of human science, which is of very 
modern origin, and even now in its infancy—political 
economy? Is it nota mostimportant partof human 
knowledge’ And are the legislators of this country, 
who are so deeply concerned in the destinies and pro- 
gressive civilization of the human race, to regard the 
science of government and legislation as no part 
of human knowledge? It really seemed to him 
that, as representatives of the American bes 
they could recognise no such distinction 
have been told from high classical authority 
that “the proper study of mankind is man;” but 
here the ide ea upon which the original form of this 





Sud WOUDURINT: Lele Gas aciahen of auik- |] person ts adver intues, or wouneis thodines ks A WI Gldies te Odub en Gar de = seemed to stand was, that the proper stud of 
mankind is that of animals, exotics, and Plants on 
not including atall the great moral and civil 
man. Now, he took it upon himself to 
gentlemen would survey the field of moral scien 
they would find that it embraced a much larger oe 

por- 
tion of knowledge than the physical Sciences, how. 
ever important they may be. 

The honorable and venerable member from Ohio, 
as he had been styled, [Mr. Tappan N,] based his 
leading ments upon the necessity of ma 
king this institution a counterpart of the Jardin, 
des Plants, in Paris, where there were great collec. 
tions of material elucidating natural history; but le: 
him tell the honorable senator that that institution 
was sustained at a very great expense, and yet jt 
afforded but a very limited source of improvement 
for the increase and diffusion of knowledge in its 
liberal sense. Was there no other institution jy 
Paris than the Jardin des Plants, which could be taken 
as a model? He would refer the honorable senator 
to another institution, and one which would better 
fulfil the design of the bequest. Look at the wide 
and comprehensive body of instruction delivered a: 
the Sorbonne, (the Faculté des Lettres and Sciences.) 
under the auspices of the University of France, the 
great fountain of knowledge to which all enlight. 
ened strangers repair, and drink in copious libations 
of philosophical and practical learning. He was 
not conversant with Mr. Smithson’s peculiar tastes 
or habits; but if he (Mr. S.) was the man of libera! 
and general inqwiry that he believed him to have 
been, he would venture to assert that his resort 
was as much to the Sorbonne as to the Jardin ds 
Plants. And what would he hear there? Would 
he not hear lectures on the sciences of history, 
moral philosophy, and government, as well as phys- 
ics and mathematics? The present minister of 
France, M. Guizot, had been, if he mistook not, a 
lecturer on history—aneient ‘and modern history, 
paige wage 3B all the phases of hunaan society— 
in t institution. Others had become known 
there to the world as much as lecturers, as ministers 
of state, worthy of being entrusted with the dest 
nies of nations and mankind. 

He would beg leave to ask the gentlemen who 
had charge of this great subject, in looking for a 
model, to look at such an institution as the 
Faculté des Lettres and Sciences at the Sorbon ne, 
rather than at a special institution like the Jar- 
din des Plantes. He had no disposition to depre- 
ciate the value of the physical sciences; but he in- 
sisted upon it that the moral and political sciences 
were equally important, and, if any distinction wa 
to be drawn, more important. At a very early pe- 
riod of his life, he was struck with a graphic re- 
mark made by. the great Commentator on Englisi 
law, in illustrating the fitness of associating a pro- - 
fessorship of law with the university of Oxford— 
and his honorable friend from Kentucky [Mr. Crir- 
TENDEN] no doubt well recollected the passage—thiat 
“the sciences are of a sociable disposition, and 
flourish best in the neighborhood of each other.” 
He would make no distinction. He must be 
permitted to say that he thought the Senate had 
already decided the question in regard to the exten- 
sion of this library, by striking out the proviso of 
the first section, and the whole of the 8th section, 
which provides for professors on the subject of nat- 
ural sciences only. 

He saw no reason for any distinction between the 
moral and physical sciences. If such a library s 
was contemplated by the honorable senator from 
Massachusetts was established, there would be no 
danger of the physical sciences being slighted; but he 
hoped that dam great moral and political sciences, 
which so intimately concern the temporal and eter- 
nal destinies of man, would have their appropriate 
space in this great receptacle of human knowledge. 

He had been led to these remarks because his 
firm and solemn conviction was, that we now have 
it in our power to do more good to this nation in our 
day and generation, by a judicious and wise applica- 
tion of this five hundred thousand dollars, which 
has been put into our hands, than by the application 
of the twenty-five or thirty millions that we are in the 
habit of eee appropriating. 

He was glad that it was the sense of the Senate 
that this subject should go back to the committee, '° 
be matured and deliberately acted upon, and thet 
there was to be brought forward a plan of some gres' 
and noble foundation, which would realize, to the full 
estextent, the m ificent conception which sugges 
ed this donation. 
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lie of letters all stood upon a platform of equality; 
and if we have a library at all, it should be co-exten- 
sive with the limits of human knowledge, and with the 
design of the donor—*the increase and diffusion of 
of know ledge (of all sound knowledge) among 
— PHELPS suggested a modification of the 
amendment proposed by the senator from Kentucky. 
It was to shape his proviso so as to say ‘That, in 
in the selection of such books as were necessary to 
form a complete library, due regard should be had 
to works of science,” &c. 

Mr. CRITTEN DEN accepted the modification. 

Mr. BATES protested against any proviso which 
would limit the selection. It was wholly unneces- 
sary, because no great national library could be 
complete without the very works alluded to. 

Mr. NILES did not think it came within the pur- 
pose of the donation to establish a great national 
library. If the donor thought that the best way of 
increasing and diffusing knowledge among men, he 
would have enjoined the establishment of such a 
library. He was in favor of a prudent limitation 
with regard to that branch of the institution, and 
should therefore submit a motion to that effect. 

The question was then taken on Mr. CrittTEn- 
pen’s amendment as modified, and it was rejected— 
ayes ~* noes 2]. 

Mr. NILES now moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by limiting the purchase of books to $5,000 
annual 

Mr. BUCHANAN inquired if $5,000 a year was 
to build up a library worthy of the donor, this na- 
tion, and this age? 

The amendment was rejected. 

The question now reverted on Mr. Cuoarte’s 
amendment, and it was adopted. 


Mr. TAPPAN, before the motion to recommit 
was made, wished to test the sense of the Senate as 
to his original plan of adding some of the interest 
to the principal so as to make the fund $600,000. 
He therefore moved to amend the first section b 
adding $91,682 out of the interest due, to the origi- 
nal fund, so that the investment should be $600,000. 

Mr. CHOATE objected to this as, in effect, cutting 
off the means for establishing a national ‘library. 
The buildings for the institution, the enclosures of 
ground, and the purchase of objects of natural his- 
tory, would possibly consume so much of the 
residue of interest as to leave little or none 
for founding the library, or erectiug a suitable build- 
ing for one. It might take from $150,000 to $200,- 
000 for all these; but till details and estimates were 
properly investigated, it would not, in any case, be 
prudent to divert the management of this accumula- 
ted interest. 


Mr. BUCHANAN thought it was desirable, if 
it could be done without defeating the objects in- 
tended, to increase the capita) by this addition of a 
part of the interest. 

Mr. TAPPAN put his motion in definite form. 

Mr. SIMMON Samael that, until some plan was 
agreed upon as to the manner ‘of carrying out the 
intention of the donor, it would be highly impru- 
dent to make a permanent investment of means that 
might be wanted in the accomplishment of the ob- 
ject. 

Mr. TAPPAN urged that $117,000 of the inter- 
est would remain, which could be as much as the 
managers would lay out with advantage in the first 
year; and for the second, they would have $36,000 
on the $600,000. The $6, 000 would cover the ex- 
penses of lectures and experiments, leaving annu- 
ally $30,000 for collecting a library, and the other 
purposes required of the management. 

he amendment was rej jected. 

Mr. MOREHEAD suggested a renewal of the 
amendment, making the addition $41,682, instead 
of $91,682, so that the capital fund would be $550,- 
000, bearing an interest of $33,000 a year. 

After some conversational discussion on this point, 
it was agreed to Jet the proposition go with the of- 
fered amendments to the committeee; and 

Oa the motion of Mr. WOODBURY, the bill and 
amendments were recommitted to tge Committee on 
the Library. 

On motion, it was agreed that when the Senate 
adjourn, it be to Monday next. 

And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuorspay, January 9, 1845. 
The journal having been read, 
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NICOLET’S MAP. 


Mr. SIMONS, on leave, offered the following 
resolution; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved. That 1,500 copies of Nicolet’s map of the coun- 


try west of the Mississippi river be published for the use of 
this House. 


On motion of Mr. SAUNDERS, 

The bill from the Senate authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to make an arrangement with any 
of the sureties on the bonds given to the United 
States by Samuel Swartwout, late collector of the 
customs for the port of New York, was taken up, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


ILLINOIS RAILROADS. 


Mr. ROBERT SMITH gave notice that he 
would, to-morrow, or some subsequent day, ask 
leave to introduce a bill granting to the State of Illi- 
nois certain lands to aid in the construction of the 
Mount Carmel and Alton, and the Shawneetown 
and Alton railroads. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways and 


Means, reported the following bills; which were 
read the first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union— 
viz: 

A bill making appropriations for the support of 
oe. army for the year ending the 30th June, 1846; 
an 

A bill making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending 30th June, 1846. 


WASHINGTON COUNTY COURT. 

Mr. CALDWELL, by general consent, intro- 
duced a bill to change the time of holding the circuit 
court of the United States for Washington county 
in the District of Columbia: read twice, and referred 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JENKS asked leave to make a report from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post ee 


Mr. COBB called for the ieee of the d 


REANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 

On motion by Mr. RATHBUN the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 
Hopkins in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the joint resolution for the reannexation of Texas 
to the United States. 

Mr. E.S. HAMLIN, who was entitled to the 
floor, addressed the committee as follows: 

Mr. Cuairman: It is unnecessary for me to re- 
mark that the qnestion we are considering is one of 
importance. The deep interest it excites, the fear- 
ful forebodings which are felt for the result in all 
parts of the country, impress us all with a sense of 
its magnitude. The question is, whether our old 
ship of state, which has so long laid at apchor in 
safety, shall be shoved from her moorings to sail 
upon an unknown sea. For my part, I desire she 
shall remain where she is. I want no change. 
The constitution is good enough for me; and I de- 
sire the preservation of the Union as it is. 

In considering this question, we are met at the 
threshold with a constitutional objection, which is 
insurmountable. The question is not whether, by 
a treaty, Texas may be annexed to this country, 
but whether Congress may annex it by resolution, 
by bill, or in any form. I care not in what shape 
it is put, what form it assumes. In all the various 
propositions which are pending before the commit- 
tee, there is a proposition made on our part, which 
must be accepted by Texas before the act can be 
consummated. And what is a proposition made by 
one party and accepted by another, but a contract? 
And, in this government, where is deposited the 
power to make contracts with foreign nations? This 

ower is expressly given to the President and two- 
thirds of the Senate. Whether, by the exercise of 
this power, a foreign independent nation can be an- 
nexed to this Union, it is not a now to de- 
termine; but if there ‘be a power anywhere to do it, 
it is unquestionably lodged in the treaty-making 
power. 

It is urged that that clause of the constitution 
which authorizes the admission of new States into 
the Union by Congress, confers power to admit a 
foreign State. Why, then, isthe word new used? 
Why did not the constitution simply say that Con- 

ress may admit nations or states into the Union? 

t would seem to me there can be no doubt that 
the intention was simply to admit such 
new States as should be carved out of 
territories of the United States; and this view is 
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strengthened by the fact, that this power is contain- 
ed in the same section of the constitution which au- 
thorized Congress to dispose of, and make all need- 
ful rules and regulations respecting, the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States, and 
that no other powers are granted by this section. 

But it is said, by others, that although by this 
section Congress is not authorized to admit foreign 
States, still, as power is given to admit new States, 
and it is necessary to have territory out of which 
these States shall be formed, power is therefore to 
be implied to purchase foreign territory out of 
which to form them, else this clause of the constitu- 
tion cannot be carried into effect. But why imply 
it, when it is contended by all these that express 
power is given to another department to do the very 
thing? Why imply a power in one department of the 
governmentto FH what another department is expressly 
authorized to do? This is carrying the doctrine of 
implied powers beyond what the most latitudinarian 





_whig ever claimed, 


It is contended by some, that if power is given by 
the consti ution to annex Texas, it is of no conse- 
i by what department of the governnisnt it is 

done. Thisisa gees doctrine. The stability 
of our institutions depends _— each department 
of the government walking in the sphere marked out 
for it by the constitution. If one department usurp 
the rights of another, our government will soon be a 
consolidated despotism. Hear what General Wash- 
ington, in his farewell address, says upon this 
ie 

“It is important, likewise, that the habits of thinking in a 
free country should inspire caution in those intrusted with 
its administration, to confine themselves within their respec- 
tive spheres, avoiding, in the exercise of the powers of one 
department, to encroach aes another. The spirit of en- 
croachment tends to consolidate the powers of all the de- 
partments in one, and thus to create, whatever the form of 
government, a real despotism. If, in the opinion of the peo- 
ple, the distribution or modification of the constitutional 


powers be in any particular wrong, let it be corrected by an 
amendment in the way which the constitution soolasetae. 
But let there be no change by usurpation; for, though this 


in one instance, may be the instrument of good, it is the 
customary weapon by which free governments are des- 
troyed. The precedent must always greatly overbalance in 
permanent evil any partialor transient benefit which the 
use can at any time yield.” 


This, sir, is the language of one, who, “though 
dead, yet speaketh. ” Itisa voice from the other 
side of Jordan, to which we should listen. It 
would almost seem that the author, when he wrote 
this address—especially what Ihave just read, and 
that part which urges upon ua to “observe good 
faith and justice towards all nations,” to cultivate 
peace and harmony with all, and that morality and 
religion, as well as good policy enjoin it upon us 
—was wrapt in prophetic vision, in which he 
saw the condition and jeopardy which the coun- 
try is now in. I trust its truths will not be unheed- 
ed in the decision of the question which we soon 
shall be called to make. 

Another doctrine has been advanced here calcu- 
lated toalarm the friends of constitutional govern- 
ment. It is, that their exists in Congress a self-pre- 
serving power, which is above all law and constitu- 
tion. This doctrine was advanced by the gentle- 
ma from Alabama, (Mr. Bexser,) who first ad- 
dressed us. Another gentleman, also from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Payne,] gave utterance to the same sen- 
timents. He said there must exist, in all nations, 
a self-preserving power; and as, by the United States 
constitution, it was deposited nowhere else, it must 
reside in Congress. Phat there exists in all na- 
tions a self-preserving power, none doubt. But the 

uestion arises, where isthat power in this nation? 
Vhere does it reside? He says with Congress, [ 
say in the ve It is among the reserved powers. 
It is nowhere granted to Congress. It is where 
such a power always should be—with the people. 
They are the only safe oe of it; they can 
use it; and they have n the form in 
which they will use it; an a is by amending the 
constitution itself, ifit shall be found to be insuffi- 
cient to protect the interests of the country, and 
preserve its on 

A gentleman from Pennsylvania also gave utter- 
ance to a similar sentiment. He said that public 
sentiment was the great law of this and every free 
government, and was much better than any written 
law. To public sentiment I would ever bow with 
deference; but while the oath we take is to support 
the constitution of the United States, I cannot vio- 
late that instrument, alth public sentiment 
should be in favor of my doing so. Public senti- 
ment, to be obeyed, must be in accordance with the 
constitution, and its voice conveyed through conati- 
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tutional channels. But there is no public sentiment 
requiring us to violate the constitution by annexing 
Texas to this Union. It is not the effervescence of 
every feverish commiotion at every presidential elec- 
tion that forms public sentiment. There must be 
many first and “‘second sober thoughts” to form it. 
And now, sir, why are we called upon, in viola- 
tion of the constitution, to pass the resolutions be- 
fore us? What greatinterest is in danger? What 
institution endangered? Why are we urged to 
usurp powers that do not belong to us, and violate 
our oaths by annexing Texas to the Union? Gen- 
tlemen seem to be cautious to refrain from giving 
us us the true reason. They talk about the interest 
of manufactures, and commerce, and agriculture. 
But these are not in danger. Those most inter 
ested in them are not the ones who originated this 
measure, or who now demand its passage. There 
is another reason—the sole reason—but which gen- 
tlemen are careful not to avow. That reason I am 
determined shall be brought to light. Now, then, 
people shall view its naked deformities before they 
submit tothis measure. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama {[Mr. Bevser] hinted at it when he spoke of 
the “peculiar institutions of the South.” nother 
gentleman from that State (Mr. Payne] also shad- 
owed it forth when he spoke of an institution whose 
name was not to be mentioned by southern men on 
this floor. But to understand it fully, we must go 
to the correspondence which has passed between 
this and other governments on this subject of an- 
nexation. 
The correspondence begins with a letter from 
Mr. Upshur, then Secretary of State, to Mr. Mur- 
hy, our chargé de affaires in Texas, in which he 
Bates that he is informed that certain abolitionists 
in England have agreed to loan Texas a sum of 
money for the purpose of purchasing the slaves of 
their masters, and setting them free. He declares 
that this government cannot look upon such a meas- 
ure in silence, nor without the most strenuous ef- 
forts to prevent so great a calamity; that few calam- 
ities could befal this country more to be deplored 
than the abolition of domestic slavery in Texas. In 
another letter to our minister in England, he urges 
him to find sout the intentions of the British govern- 
ment in regard to the abolition of slavery in Texas. 
That government frankly admits that it desires to 
see slavery abolished throughout the world, and 
that it is endeavoring to obtain the acknowledg- 
ment of the independence of Texas, upon the con- 
dition of its abolishing slavery. If the object of our 
government had been simply to benefit Texas, would 
it have rejoiced at these efforts? But, on the con- 
trary, it is greatly alarmed. At what? At the pros- 
pect of slavery being abolished in Texas; and im- 
mediately fomms the treaty to prevent it. Mr. Cal- 
houn says in his letter to Mr. Packenham, the 
British minister, that the Presinent feels it his im- 
perious duty to adopt the most effectual means to 
prevent it; that for this purpose he has formed a 
treaty of annexation; and that this step has 
been taken as the most effectual means of guarding 
against the threatened danger. Here, then, the rea- 
son is distinctly avowed, that the object of annexing 
Texas is the prevention of the abolition of slavery 
in that country. Shall we do it? I ask northern 
men if they will doit? Will we lift up our hands 
and exert our strength to stop the onward progress 
of liberty? Why should we do it? I know it is 
claimed ‘here that slavery is a national institution, 
and that we are bound to protect it; that we have guar- 
antied its continuance in our federal constitution; and 
that if it should be abolished in Texas, it wou!d be 
endangered here. But I deny, sir, that slavery is a 
national institution, or that we are bound to uphold 
it. It is true that we have conferred upon slave- 
holders political power in consideration of slaves 
which they own. But suppose that we had agreed 
to give them three votes for every five horses they 
own: would we be bound to protect their horses? or 
to annex a foreign nation to us to prevent its doing 
anything that would affect the value or even the ex- 
istence of that animal? So we have agreed to put 
down domestic violence; but this does not guaranty 
slavery. Slavery is never to be ended by insurrec- 
tion. A movement of that kind would only bind 
the slave firmer in his bonds. So we have agreed 
to permit the master to pursue his runaway slave in 
the free States, and take him back if he can catch 
him. But slavery is no more guarantied by this, 
than it would be guarantying horses to the owner 
if we should permit him to pursue them on to our 
lands in case of their running away. 


Tn all these provisions, we nowhere bind ourselves 
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to act. We merely permit certain things to be done. 
A guaranty implies something more. It requires ac- 
ion, if necessary to fulfil the guaranty. 

To annex Texas we are called upon to act—to 
act to sustain slavery. We have never agreed to do 
- such thing. The North will never submit to 

o it. 

Mr. WELLER commenced by observing that 
perhaps he ought to apologize for attempting to ad- 
dress the House after so much had been said on 
this question by some of the ablest gentlemen it con- 
tained. Under such circumstances he did not expect 
that he could say anything worthy of peculiar at- 
tention; and were it not that he represented a portion 
of the American people who were deeply interested 
in this subject he should be content to givea silent 
vote. During the six years that he had been a rep- 
resentative on this floor, there had been various 
questions submitted for the decision of Congress that 
were calculated to affect every interest in the coun- 
try; but during no period of those six years had any 
question been submitted to the American people so 
well calculated to affect all their interests for weal 
or wo, in all coming time, as that which now was 
submitted to their consideration. It was a question 
affecting not merely particular sections of this 
Union; it was one of national importance—a ques- 
tion which was calculated to affect the manufactur- 
ing, the agricultural, the navigating, and ever 
other interest. It was a question, then, on which 
every representative of the people here, from every 
section of this Union, was called upon to exercise 
his bestjudgment. He had listened to the speeches 
of the gentlemen who had preceded him, and who 
had presented constitutional arguments by which 
they advocated the measure; but he should not at- 
tempt to recapitulate those arguments; and it would 
be a work of supererogation to attempt to add any- 
thing to the arguments of his friends from Virginia 
and Illinois [Mr. Bayty and Mr. Dovetass] on the 
constitutional points involved. It would be suffi- 
cient for him to say that the power to annex was 
an incident of sovereignty. If it were necessary 
for the preservation of our democratic institutions 
to annex new territory, and they had no power to 
do it, this government would be an impracticable 
machine. 

In an early period of our history, the question 
affecting the navigation of the Mississippi river at- 
tracted much attention. In 1786, upon a mere ru- 
mor being put into circulation that a treaty was 
about to be formed between this government and 
Spain, by which we were to abandon the naviga- 
tien of the Mississippi for twenty-five or thirty 
years, an excitement was produced which threat- 
ened to lead to a dissolution of the Union. Such 
a question was well qualified to excite that section 
of the country from which he came. It was fore- 
seen that the portion of the country whose interests 
were to be affected by the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi was to be the abiding place of a large portion 
of the American people; and unless they reserved 
the free right to the navigation of the Mississippi, 
they would not be able to transmit their produce to 
a foreign market. Now, in 1795, by another treaty 
between this government and Spain, it was stipu- 
lated that we were to enjoy the right to navigate the 
Mississippi, and to deposite our produce on the 
island of fa Orieans. It was first limited to three 
years, but it was continued for seven years. 

In 1802, under the administration of Mr. Jeffer- 
son, when we cast our eye over the map of the Uni- 
ted States, we saw that, on the northern frontier, 
were the vast possessions of the British empire; on 
the seuthwest the French government had undis- 
puted possession of the mouth of the Mississippi, 
down which the vast productions of that valley must 
float to find their way to a market. Here were two 
of the most powerful nations of the earth—one on 
the extreme north and the other on the southwest; 
and unless this government could be dispossessed 
of its possession—unless the United States could 
obtain indisputable possession of the Mississippi, 
the interests of that great section of the Union could 
never be promoted, nor its resources developed. 
Now, the treaty of St. Ildefonso, which had been 
referred to by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Doverass,] was a retrocession by the Spanish gov- 
erament to France of all her possessions on the Gulf 
of Mexico. That treaty was negotiated secretly, 
and a French author whom he had consulted said 
that the negotiation was not known to this day. 
The treaty was made in 1800, but had not been 
divulged and made public till two years after; and it 
was a very curious fact that, at the commencement 


of the negotiation of the treaty of 1803, by which 
we obtained Louisiana, (negotiated by Mr. Living. 
ston and Mr. Monroe,) the French minister (Tal- 
leyrand) denied that they had then obtained posses. 
sion of chat country; but on Mr. Monroe telling him 
that he had seen the treaty, he admitted it, but said 
he did not wish it made public. 

Now, this treaty of 1803, it was asserted, did not 
extend so far as to embrace the country now known 
by the name of Texas. That it was the Opinion of 

r. Jefferson in 1803 that it did, could not be 
controverted. He might read, did time permit 
numerous extracts from the writings of Mr. Jeffer. 
son showing that he had always understood the 
western boundary of Louisiana was the Rio de| 
Norte. Such was the opinion of all the statesmen 
of the country concerned in the negotiation. B 
this treaty of 1803 we had ce er that those re- 
siding upon that territory should be admitted, as 
soon as consistent with the principles of the federal 
constitution, to all the rights, privileges, and immu- 
nities of the most favored citizens of the United 
States. 

Now the people of Texas were asking, when the 
opportunity presented, that we should carry out the 
solemn pledge made to the French government by 
the treaty of 1803. 

Mr. W. referred to the shortness of the time al- 
lotted, and said he should be unable to pursue the 
course of argument he had marked out for himself. 
The main objection, he proceeded to say, to the an- 
nexation of this teyritory was, that the object of its 
movers was to perpetuate the institution of slavery. 
This was the objection which had been raised by 
every gentleman who had spoken on the opposite 
side of the question. His colleague [Mr. Hamu} 
said that he (Mr. W.) had submitted a proposition 
which stood on nothing, but the effect of which 
would be to perpetuate slavery. What said the 
great embodiment of whigery about it? Mr. W. 
confessed he would be unwilling to vote upon this 
question, to take upon himself the responsibility of 
adding so large and exteusive a country to the 
American republic, if it had not been passed upon 
by the American people. But this question had 
been passed upon by the people. The Baltimore 
convention which nominated Mr. Polk had said to 
the world that if he was elected annexation would 
take place. He knew not how it was elsewhere; 
but in his section of the country this was the great 
question in the canvass. He did not attend a popu- 
lar gathering in the West of the democratic party, 
on whose banner was not inscribed ‘Texas;” ay, 
“Texas now.”” The people of the West felt that the 
annexation was absolutely necessary, in order to 

ive them the full benefit of the navigation of the 

ississippi river. He might show, did not the 
shortness of the time prohibit, what had been said 
by members of the British Parliament as to the 
importance of the navigation of the Gulf of 
Mexico; that they had said if America obtained 
possession of Texas, with a small naval force in 
the Gulf of Mexico she could cripple and destroy 
their commerce. 

But his colleague had said that this question of 
slavery was the only question connected with an- 
nexation. What did the great embodiment of the 
whig party say? That the subject of slavery ought 
not to affect the question one way or the other; that 
it would be unwise to refuse a permanent acquisition 
on account of a temporary disadvantage. (Mr. W. 
read an extract from the letter of Mr. Clay contain- 
ing these and other similar declarations.) These 
were Mr. W.’s views on the subject; but did they 
accord with the sentiments of a great part of the 
party who had voted for Mr. Clay? Sir, (said Mr. 
W.,) the people have become wiser than their 
schoolmasters. His colleague had said that this 
question of slavery was the only question involved 
in this matter; his great leader said it had nothing 
to do with it. Now here was a difference between 
these two great men—between the leader of the 
whig party and the quasi leader of the abolition 
party of the north of Ohio. Upon this question of 
slavery, during the six years in which he had had 
the honor of a seat on this floor, he had feared that 
the efforts of a certain sect, who were attempting to 
interfere with the institution of slavery, were calcu- 
lated, if not designed, to destroy the Union; and he 
had exerted his efforts to defeat them. The institu- 
tion of slavery was a constitutional institution. Let 
no man say that he was a northern man with 
southern principles; I scorn the imputation, 
said Mr. Wetter. I am a western man with 
constitutional principles. I conceive that thers 
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js no prosperity, no happiness, for the people of the 
West, except in the maintenance of at constitu- 
tion. Icannot see how that constitution can be 
maintained without guarantying to every section of 
the Union the undisturbed enjoyment of its consti- 
tutional rights. We desire the annexation of this 
territory because it will open an extensive market 
for the West and Northwest, for the rich produc- 
tions of our soil—a market for the agricultural pro- 
ductions of the West and the manufactures of the 
North. If there was any section of the Union 
which would be peculiarly injured by annexa- 
tion, it would be the South; it would diminish the 
value of their lands, by throwing into competition 
with them the vast quantities of the rich Jand of 
Texas; but that was no objection with him to the 
measure. He held that they were bound not only 
to violate none of the guaranties given to that insti- 
tution by the constitution, but to take all the 
steps necessary to guaranty to them the undisturb- 
ed enjoyment of it. If it became necessary 
toannex a portion of the territory north of the 
United States to the Union for the purpose of se- 
curing to Vermont and New Hampshire the undis- 
turbed enjoyment of their rights under the consti- 
tution, he would not hesitate to annex. Even now, 
if it was true that the annexation of Texas to the 
Union was for the purpose of securing to the South 
the enjoyment of her constitutional rights, he de- 
clared to the world he would not hesitate for a mo- 
ment to vote for it. They were as much bound to 
guaranty the undisturbed possession of that right as 
of any other right under the constitution. 

The objection of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, (Mr. J. R. Incersoxx,] for whom he had a high 
regard, was that this measure was calculated to 
extend our territory, and thereby weaken the chains 
which bind us together. Would the experience of 
this country sustain the gentleman in his conclu- 
sion that such would be the effect? At the time of 
the adoption of the federal constitution we were 
thirteen States. We had gone on adding new 
ones, until now we had twenty-six States: and 
was the Union less strong to-day than at that time? 
Would any gentleman tell him that the new States 
of the Union were less attached to the Union than 
the old States? In no section of the country were 
the inhabitants more devotedly attached to the Union 
than in the Far West. No: the extension of our 
territory would produce no such effect. These 
were the arguments which were used here in 1793, 
when it was proposed to send out Gen. Wayne (fa- 
miliarly called “‘Mad Anthony”) to give protection 
to the free white settlers north of the Ohio river. 
Gentlemen had then said, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania did, that the extension of our terri- 
tory so far from the centre, would weaken the bands 
that bound us together: and they said more; they 
said, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania had done 
with reference to Texas, that our lands in that region 
were poor and unproductive. Even in 1802, when 
his native State was admitted into the Union, it had 
been said of Ohio that it was an unproductive country, 
designed by the God of heaven as the abiding place 
of the red man. But little more than forty years had 
elapsed, and the last red man had disappeared from 
the limits of that State; and before the industry and 
energy of their fathers, the wilderness had been 
made to bud and blossom as the rose; and in all 
that elevated man in the scale of social being, Ohio 
stood foremost. Extend your institutions to Texas 
—bring them back into the American family—let 
them sit down under your vine and fig-tree, and 
who shall estimate the might and power of the 
States to be made out of her territory in a few years 
hence? No; there was no danger to be apprehended 
from the extension of our territory; on the contrary, 
new States being added, would but increase and 
strengthen the Union. 

But it had often been said by gentlemen from the 
North that the amnexation of Texas to the Union 
would dissolve the Union; and that this was the object 
of those men who first started the question; that the 
democratic party of this country—the men who had 
always been found foremost in the fight when the 
honor of the country was at stake,—that these men 
desired to dissolve the Union. And who stood at 
their head, prominevt among them, advocating the 
annexation of Texas, which was to be attended 
with so fearful consequences? It was the man of 
the Hermitage, the hero of New Orleans, the man 
who had served his country long and faithfully, in 
the field of battle and in the councils of the nation— 
that old man now standing on the verge of the 
grave, and about to pass to that bourne whence no 
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traveller returns,—that he was seeking to dissolve 
the Union! There stands that old chieftain, with a 
brand in his hand, and about to burn down the 
beautiful temple of: liberty erected upon the blood of 


our fathers; and who stayed his arm? Why, Daniel | 


Webster, of Massachusetts! He who had sat in 
this hall of legislation in the second war of inde- 


pendence, (the war of 1812,) and voted against ap- | 
—— for the prosecution of that war—who | 
d vote against the rebuilding of this — af- | 


cou 
ter it had been burned down by the British,—that 
man had become the defender of the Union! God 


save this republic if it had fallen into the keeping of 


such hands! 


But we were told again, if we annexed Texas to | 
to this Union, we would be involved in awar, and | 


that we were trampling on the rights of Mexico. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. C. B. Smitu] 
had said it was true that every administration, from 


1819 to the present, had been attempting to pur- | 
chase Texas, but that this was the first attempt that | 


had ever been made to “rob” Mexico. What 
claim, he asked, had Mexico upon this territory? 


The people of Texas had declared their indepen- | 


dence,and established a free constitution; the Mexican 
republic of 1824 had adopted a constitution guaran- 
tying to all the nineteen 
the undisturbed enjoyment of their rights; and un- 
der that constitution, inducements being held out to 


the people of our country, they went there and settled, | 


having the written promise of the constitution that 
they should enjoy the same liberties there as in their 
native land. t 

being administered, Santa Anna’s heel was 
on the imperial purple; he declared himselt 
dictator; with his his unhallowed feet he trampled 
on the constitution of 1824; this gallant people of 
Texas raised the flag of resistance, an 
bloody plains of St. Jacinto they proved themselves 
worthy of their illustrious ancestry. Now, after 
having resisted and defeated all the efforts of the 
bloody tyrant—after having broken the chain with 
which Santa Anna had attempted to bind them— 


now, after being recogniged by almost every gov- | 
ernment of the world as a free and independent 


state, to annex it to the Union, in the estimation of 


the gentleman from Indiana, was robbery! a cold- | 


blooded, highway robbery! So did our ancestors 
rob Great Britain of her rich possessions in North 
America. Was the declaration of independence, 
which was promulgated to the world on the 4th of 


July, 1776, nothing but a highway robbery? He | 
supposed if the gentleman had lived in that day, | 
he would have resisted this attempt to rob Great | 


Britain of these colonies in America! 


But we were to have a war with Mexico as a con- | 
it was alleged. | 


sequence of this annexation, 
Mexico, now torn by intestine dissensions, her 


bloody tyrant driven into exile, was to engage in a | 


war with the United States! and was to be backed 


in that war by England, because England did not | 
choose to stand by indifferently while that war was | 


raging. He desired no war; but war, with all its 


horrors, was far preferable to a disgraceful peace. I | 
would rather (said Mr. W.) see this country in- | 
volved in all the horrors of blood, and the American | 
soil drenched in the blood of our own people, than | 
to see the national honor tarnished by tamely sub- | 
mitting to the dictation of any foreign power. No; | 


if we are involved in a war in attempting to bring 
back to the American family those who have been 
unfortunately exiled from it—if this is to bring us 
into a war, for one, I say, let that war come; ay, let 
it come: we will have right and justice on our side, 
and the God of our fathers will go with us and help 
us anew. We have met Great Britain in times past, 
when our number was few and our resources scan- 
ty, and we have triumphed; we have proved the 
truth that— 


“‘Freedom’s battle once begun, 
Bequeathed from bleeding sire to son, 
Though battled oft, is ever won.” 

And now take that American flag, those stars and 
stripes which; float over this Capitol—that flag that 
has never been disgraced by an inglorious surren- 
der; plant it on the eastern bank of tue Rio del Norte; 
and if a forelgn foe come to attack it, the hardy sons 
of the West, and of the Southwest, nursed in dan- 
ger, inured to hardships, will rush to its defence; 
under that flag we will gather with the indomitable 
ardor, with the invincible courage which character- 
ized our fathers when they shook off the yoke of 
English bondage. No; there was no danger of war 

ith England from this source. — 

If he did not believe that this measure was cal- 





tates of that confederacy | 


nstead of that constitution of 1824 | 
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culated, when carried out, to operate benefently up- 
on ail the interests of the eountry, he should be 
unwilling to give his vote for it. Although he had 
submitted a proposition to this committee, yet he 
was by no means wedded to that form. The form 
was immaterial. He did not believe there was now 
asingle proposition before the committee which 
violated be constitution he had sworn to support, 
and for which he could not cheerfully give his vote 
when called on as a representative to do so. This 
measure was one which, in his judgment, the Amer- 
ican people had pronouuced upon. It was now sub- 
mitted to their representatives. They of the dem- 
ocratic party, however widely they might differ as 
to the manner, he trusted we would unite on some 
plan in which they could carry out the judgment 
of the American people. 

There never was, in his judgment, a great question 
more fairly presented to the consideration of the 
people than this one had been. It had received 
their sanction, and it now became their representa- 
tives to act in conformity to their will without suf- 
fering technical objections to defeat their object. 
Suppose that he, standing on some technical objec- 
tions, were to record his vote against this measure, 
and going back to his constituents, they would ask 
him if he had voted in obedience to their instruc- 
tions, and his answer should be, no, for that some 
technical objection stood in the way: what would 
their answer be? They would say, ‘‘we decided at 
the ballot-boxes in favor of this measure—we virtu- 
ally instructed you to carry it through; and did it 
become you, as our representative, to suffer mere 
technicalities to interfere with’your duty to those 
you represent, and prevent the accomplishment of a 
great scheme of national policy? 

There were many questions connected with this 
subject, upon which be intended to give his senti- 
ments; but, finding himself so much exhausted, 
he should not be able to go into them; but he would 
beg leave to say, he trusted that evety member of 
the committee, (he meant the democratic party,) 
would come up to this question ina spirit of com- 
promise and concession. Let us, said he, do noth- 
ing to thwart the wishes of the people, and endeavor, 
by cultivating a spirit of coneihation and harmony, 
to perfect the great measure which they have so 
unequivocally decided in favor of. He stood ready 
to record his vote for any measure that would carry 
out the popular will. 

Mr. BRENGLE, after referring to the importance 
of the question before the committee, observed that 
in discussing it he should avoid all party or sec- 
tional considerations. It was a question involving 
the preservation of the constitution, and the integrity 
of the Union. He knew no North and no South, 
no Massachusetts and no South Carolina, in refer- 
ence to the subject before the House; for it was em- 
phatically a question of the constitution and of the 
integrity of the Union. All other guestions which 
had been brought into debate dwindled into inde- 
scribable insignificance, ‘when compared with it- 
Many of the friends of this measure, in their desire 
to bring it within the constitutional power of Con- 
gress, had adduced the argument that it was neces- 
sary for our national preservation. [Ele would ob- 
serve that the framers of the constitution considered 
that the preservation of our national existence de- 
pended on keeping the government within the lim- 
its of the powers there given to it, and confining 
each branch of it to its proper sphere of action. 
What right had Congreas to say that powers not 
granted to it were necessary to our national prser- 
vation? The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Drom- 
GOOLE,] on introducing his bill, observed that it was 
in accordance with the terms on which Vermont 
was admitted into the Union, and that Vermont was, 
when admitted, a foreign State. ‘Phe gentleman 
was mistaken in pointof fact; for when Vermont 
come into the Union she was not a foreign territory. 
She was within the limits of the territory described 
in the treaty of 1793, and was a part a part of the 
old thirteen colonies which rebelled against Great 
Britain. It was true that there was a dispute 
whether Vermont was within the chartered limits 
of New York or New Hampshire; but no one 
doubted but that her territory was within one or the 
other of them. 

lt was now, for the first time, contended that the 
power to admit a foreign State into the Union was 
granted by the constitution. If such was the fact, 
why did Mr. Jefferson entertain doubts as to the 

wer to acquire the territory of Louisiana? Was 
. to be told that the great constitutional ee 
Thomas Jefferson, whose whole mind labored to 
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find eonstitutional powers to bring Louisiana within 
the Union, would not have found the power that 
was now claimed to exist, if it was contained in the 
constitution? He had great deubts of the existence 
of the power, but phased the acquisition of Louisiana 
on the ground of overwhelming necessity, and the 
great interests of the people of the United States; 
and when he consented, he did it with the salvo that 
he hoped the good sense of the people would avoid 
such a difficulty in future. Now, was not Texas as 
completely a foreign nation as Louisiana then was? 
Was not Texas as much a sovereign and independ- 
ent nation as France was when she ceded Louisiana? 
if this power to acquire foreign territory existed in 
the constitution, did any body believe that so saga- 
cious a statesman as ‘Thomas Jefferson would have 
failed to find it? Let gentlemen persuade themselves, 
if they could, that this question of constitutional 
power wasa clear one. For his part, he denied 
that there was a single solitary sentence in the con- 
stitution which contained this power. But the pow- 
er to acquire territory had been placed by some, on 
the power given in the constitution to borrow money; 
and that argument was thus stated: the borrowing 
of money was a contract which Congress was au- 
thorized to make. The acquisition of Texas was 
a contract; and therefore Congress had power to 
make it. Now, the reason for giving this power of 
borrowing money to Congress was, because it was 
Reeaeny —_ that the representatives of the peo- 
ple should hold the purse strings of the nation. But 
it might as well be said that, because Congress had 
the power to borrow money, which was, in fact, a 
contract, they might make any other contract which 
came within the treaty making-power. 

It was clear that Congress had power to admit 
new States into the Union; but he asserted that the 
admission of Vermont afforded no precedent, as had 
been intimated, for the annexation of Texas. Ver- 
mont, before her admission, had passed to New 
Hampshire or to New York, by the royal grants of 
kings of England, and Vermont came into this 
Union as Ohio and Tennessee came into it. But 
why had not Florida and lowa and Nebraska come 
into the Union? It was because certain prerequisites 
were necessary, of which population was not the 
least important. He was understood to argue on 
the incertitude with respect to the population of 
such portion of Texas as it was proposed to make a 
State, that the requisite population should be shown 
as in the cases of those Territories which were now 
asking to be admitted into this Union; otherwise a 
Majority in Congress could increase the number of 
ere on this floor, and of senators in the 
other branch of this government, in defiance of the 
constitution. By this means, too, a dominant party 
might increase the electoral votes ad libitum. lowa 
might be divided into ten States; other portions of 
the country might be divided in an equal ratio, with- 
out regard to population; and he appealed to them 
not to exercise a doubtful power, which might create 
a precedent fraught with such dangerous conse- 


quences. 

Mr. SHEPHERD CARY, in addressing the 
House, said that the gentleman from Maryland who 
had just spoken had relieved him from the necessi- 
ty + informing the House that there was no divis- 
ion upon this subject in the whig party; and he re- 
o_ that there had been any manifestation of a 

ifference of opinion in the democratic party upon 
the question. He was astonished that any of his 
southern friends should undertake to divide the 
democratic party of the Union by Mason & Dix- 
on’s line. Were he to tell the democrats of his dis- 
trict that there was a sectional difference in the de- 
mocracy of the country, they would not believe him. 
They had been accustomed to regard democratic 

wrinciples of general application, exerting their in- 
fipence alike upon every section of the country. It 
was not for any portion of the democracy to claim 
patriotism or chivalry as belonging exclusively to 
their section of the Union. 

He said that he held his seat in the House in de- 
fiance of the combined efforts of abolitionism and 
federalism, aided by the money of manufacturing 
monopolists and Boston stockjobbers; and his con- 
stituents would be surprised to find themselves in 
such company as the gentleman from Alabama had 

laced them. The fields of Bladensburg had been 
00 recently stained with the blood of one of the 
most distinguished sons of Maine, who fell a mar- 
tyr to the freedom of speech upon that floor, in de- 
fending democratic principles, to allow the patriot- 
ism of the northern democracy to be questioned by 
any seetion of our Un:on. 
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Mr. YANCEY rose to explain. He regretted to 
find, from the remarks of ‘his friend, the gentleman 
from Maine, thata portion of his speech, delivered in 
the committee a few days since, had been misa 

rehended. [t had been supposed by some that he 

ad designed to express the opinion that the people 
porth of Mason & Dixon’s line were deficient in 
those high qualities which make up the character of 
the patriot and statesman. Such was certainly very 
far from his intention; and had he not been cut off 
in the midst of that portion of his argument, the 
balance of what he designed to have said would 
have convinced the committee that he entertained a 
high regard for the character of a very large por- 
tion of his fellow-citizens of the North; and that he 
fully appreciated the noble and statesmanlike bear- 
ing of some of the great men of that section of the 
Union. The general teaor and course of his re- 
marks were upon Massachusetts men and measures. 

Mr. CARY resumed. 

In alluding to the gent!eman from Indiana, [ Mr. C. 
B. Surrn,] Mr. C. said he had very kindly offered his 
services to reconcile some little difficulties of opinion 
existing in the democratic party upon the question 
under discussion. Mr. C. said that whatever family 
difficulties might exist, there was no necessity for 
whig interference; democrats can settle their own 
matters, and he, for one, was not too conscientious 
to own his democracy, and had only to say, God 
save the democrat who required a whig for a con- 
science-keeper. In his view, this measure 
could not be put in any form that would be palata- 
ble to the whigs. It was idle to think of it. 
It must be settled by the party holding a ma- 
jority in the House, in a way to suit them- 
selves, with a certainty of their opposition. Op- 
position to the annexation of Texas had been 

roclaimed in the British Parliament, in 1830, by 
Mr. Huskisson; and of course, under such circum- 
stances, we must expect the opposition of the fede- 
ral party in this country. The British government 
say we have now too much territory on the Gulf of 
Mexico, and the federal party of this country, with 
their British feelings, at once say, amen. 

Slavery and war are the great bugbears to fright- 
en us from our purpose; but, in his view, (said Mr. 
C.,) the democracy hadnothing to fear from the 
slaveholding portion of the Union. The constitu- 
tion having recognised slavery, the democracy of 
his district were willing to leave it to the manage- 
ment of those who had power over it. He had 
heard of a man who had acquired a fortune by 
minding his own business, and he thought the ex- 
ample would be a good one to follow. 

Mr. C. went on to say that nothing would satify 
the opponents of this measure. When the treaty 
for annexation was before the Senate, the President 
was denounced as a usurper, seizing upon the war- 
making power of the country; and when Congress 
undertakes to legislate upon the subject, it is de- 
nounced as an assumption of the executive power, 
on the ground that the executive only is authorized 
to make treaties. But the treaty for the purchase of 
Louisana guarantied the payment of $15,000,000; and 
the purchase of Texas would require $10,000,000. 
Have the treaty-making power the right to appro- 
priate money from the treasury under the constitu- 
tion? He had not seen the clause in the constitu- 
tion granting such power to the executive. If there 
were any doubts upon this point, he would go to 
the clause empowering the House of Representa- 
tives, and the Seen only, to originate money bills; 
and the power to pay nrust imply the right to pro- 
cure and appropriate—a right not vested in the ex- 
ecutive. He would ask, on the other hand, where- 
in Congress would exceed its authority by admit- 
ting Texas by legislative enactment. It is au- 
thorized by the constitution to make all 
laws to carry its provisions into effect; and its au- 
thority clearly grants the power to admit new States 
—a power which cannot be exercised without the 


right to acquire the ak from which States may |; 
y 


be created. Could there be any danger from the 
exercise of this power by Congress? It is said to be 
entrenching upon the executive; but is not the 
President armed, much to the chagrin of the whig 
party, with the veto power, which enables him to 
throw all acts back upon us, making necessary the 
rame constitutional majority now required to ratify 
treaties? 

The gentleman from New York had told us that 
he was in favor of the annexation of Texas, but op- 
posed to admitting it in any other form than by ex- 
ecutive action; which amounts to an o ition to 
the admission upon any terms, as it is well known 


that more than one-third of the Senate are already 
bound by party alliances to oppose the measure j), 


— form. 
_ Mr. C. further supported the measure upon va. 
rious other grounds, which we are not able to re 
port to-night. 
Mr. SAMPLE next obtained the floor, but he 
gave way fora motion to rise, and the committes 
rose and reported ee. 
On the motion of Mr. HAMMETT, some com. 
munication (the purport of which could not be 


heard) was referred to the Committee on Forei 
Affairs. i 


The House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions, presented to. 


day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: , 


By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of James Farris, of 
Casey county, mae asking fora pension: referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of Joseph Knox and 113 
others, citizens of the State of Illinois, praying the passage 
of a law granting to the said State of illinois 500,000 acres 
of the unsold public lands, to enable her in paf to dis. 
charge her debt and complete her works of internal jm. 
provement: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOHN STEWART: The petition of the Hartford 
and New Haven Railroad company, praying Congress to re. 
fund to said company the duty paid on the iron which they 
have recently imported and laid down in the completion of 
their road. 

By Mr. BIDLACK: The memorial of citizens of Beaver 
county, Pennsylvaniagin favor of the completion of the ca. 
nal around the falls of St. Mary’s, atthe outlet of Lake Su. 

rior: referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

he petition of B. F. Wesley, fora pension as an invalid: 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCAUSLEN: The petition of citizens of Penn. 
sylvania and Ohio, for a mail route from Washington, Penn. 
sylvania, to Cleveland, Ohio, via Welisville: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. REDING: The petition of Sarah Stickney, of 
= Hampshire, asking for an amendment of the pension 
aws. 

By Mr. MOSELEY:,Five several petitions from citizens 
of Buffalo, New York, for an appropriation for a sea wall to 
protect Buffalo harbor. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition and documents of Bent, 
St. Vrain & Co., praying Congress for compensation for 

oods, wares, and merchandise torcibly wrested from them 

y the Pawnee Indians while they were licensed traders in 
the Indian country: referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
By Mr. MURPHY: The petition of Henry J. Willet and 
George W. Lee, clerks at the navy yard in New York, 
praying an increase of compensation: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CALEB B. SMITH: A memorial and resolutions 
adopted by citizens of Dublin, Wayne county, Indiana, in 
favor of an appropriation for the Cumberland road, against 
the annexation of Texas, and against a modification of the 
existing tariff. 

By Mr. BUFFINGTON: The memorial of Robert M. Rid- 
dle and 29 others, citizens of western Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing forthe speedy opening of a ship communication \e- 
tween Lakes Huron and Superior by a canal around the 
straits of St. Mary. 

By Mr. FULLER: The petition of John Adams, of Har- 
ford, Pennsylvania, a soldier in the war of the revolution, 
now in the 100th year of his age, asking pecuniary relief: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frmay, January 10, 1845. 
The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. HALE asked the indulgence of the House to 
enable him to offer a proviso to any proposition that 
might be adopted by this House for the annexation 
of Texas, that it might be committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
printed. 

The reading was called for. 

The CLERK read it accordingly. It proposes 
that, if Texas is admitted, she shall be divided into 
two parts—in one of which there shall be no slave- 
ry, nor involuntary servitude, except as a punish- 
ment for crime. 

Mr. MeCONNELL, Mr. BURKE, Mr. SLI- 
DELL, and others, objected to its reception, and it 
was not received. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
The SPEAKER announced that the first ques- 


tion in order was on the resolution offered on a pre- 
vious occasion by Mr. THompson to change the 
hour of meeting to 11 o’clock; to which Mr. D. L. 
Seymovr had submitted an amendment as a substi- 
tute, providing for an evening session. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMES moved to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. DUNCAN asked for the yeas and nays. 

And they were ordered; and being taken, result- 
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ed—yeas 78, nays 93. So the resolution was not | 


aid on the table. ‘ 

The SPEAKER then put the question on Mr. 
BropHEap’s motion for the previous question, and 
there was & second—69 voting in the affirmative and 
65 in the negative. : ‘ 

On the question ‘shall the main question be now 
put” the vote was ordered to be taken by tellers, 
and Messrs. Have and WintHrop were appointed, 
and they reported 6] in the affirmative. 

Mr. HOPKINS rose while the negative votes 
were being counted—which were evidently a mi- 
nority—and demanded the yeas and ws 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 90, nays 86. So the main question 
was ordered to be now put. 

And the main question being put on agreeing to 
the substitute amendment of Mr. Seymour, provi- 
ding for a daily session at 7 o'clock, Pp. m., Was ta- 
ken, and decided in the negative by a large majority. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurring on the original reso- 
Jution— 

Mr. McCONNELL called for tellers; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. STEWART of Connecticut called for the 
yeas and nays; which were refused. 

The question then being taken by tellers, was de- 
cided in the negative—ayes 72, noes 79. 

So the resolution was rejected. 


TEXAS DIVIDED—-SLAVERY AND _ ANTI- 


SLAVERY. 

Mr. HALE moved a suspension of the rules to 
enable him to offer the proviso which he had given 
notice of his intention to move as an amendment to 
the resolution or resolutions for the annexation of 
Texas, in order to refer to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and have it printed; 
and on this motion he demanded the yeas and nays. 
The following is the the proviso of Mr. Hate: 


Provided, That immediately after the question of bounda 
ry between the United States of America and Mexico shall 
have been definitively settled by the two governments, and 
before any State formed of the territory of Texas shall be 
adinitted into the Union, the said Territory of Texas shall 
be divided as follows, to wit: Beginning at a point on the 
Gulf of Mexico midway between the northern and southern 
boundaries thereof on the coast; and thence by a line run- 
ning in a northwesterly direction to the extreme boundary 
thereof, so as to divide the same as nearly as possible into 
two equal parts; and in that portion of said territory lying 
south and west ofthe line so run as aforesaid, there s ‘all be 
neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, otherwise than in 
the punishment of crimes,jwhereof the party shall have been 
duly convicted: .4nd provided further, that this provision 
shall be considered as a compact between the people of the 
United States and the people of said territory, and forever 
remain unalterable, unless by the consent of three-fourths 
of the States of the Union. 


_ The yeas and nays having been ordered, the ques- 
tion was taken, and decided in the negative, (there 


not being a majority of two-thirds,) yeas 92, nays 
82, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Anderson, Baker, Ben- 
ton, Bidlack, Brinkerhoff, Jeremiah Brown, Carpenter, 
Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Clinch, Collamer, Dana, 
Richard D. Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dillingham, Dunlap, 
Elmer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Fuller, Giddings, Grin- 
nell, Hale, Hannibal Hamlin, Edward S. Hamlin, Hardin, 
Harper, Herrick, Hudson, Hudgerford, James Hunt, Periey 
B. Johnson, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, 
Kirkpatrick, Leonard, Lyon, Maclay, McClelland, Mcil- 
vaine, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Joseph Morris, Freeman 
H. Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Nes, Paterson, Phenix, 
Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, smery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, 
Ramsey, Rathbun, Charles M. Reed, Reding, Ritter, Robin- 
son, Rockwell, Rodney, Rogers, Sample, Severance, Thos. 
H. Seymour, David L Seymour, Simons, T. Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Stephens, Stetson, John Stewart, Summers, Sykes, 
Tyler, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wheaton, Benjamin 
hire Williams, Winthrop, Joseph A. Wright and Yost 
—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Ashe, Barringer, Belser, Ed 
ward J. Black, James Black, James A. Black, Bower, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brengle, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton 
Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Shepherd Cary, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, 
Chilton, Clinton, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Garrett Davis, 
John W. Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Dromgoole, Duncan, 
Ficklin, Foster, French, Goggin, Grider, Hammett, Haral- 
son, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Jenks, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
John P. Kennedy, Labranche, Lucas, Lumpkin, McConnell, 
McDowell, McKay, Newton, Norris, PaynepPettit, Peyton, 
Preston, David S. Reid, Rhett, Senter, Slidell, John T. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Spence, Steenrod, Stiles, J. W. Stone, 
Strong, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbats, Tucker, 
Wethered, John White, and Woodward—82. 


On motion of Mr. BOYD, leave was given to the 


heirs of Henry King to withdraw their papers from 
the files of the House. 


REANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 
On motion of Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS, 
The House resolved itself into a Committee of 





























the Whole, (Mr. Hoprxrs in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the joint resolution for 
the reannexation of Texas to the United States. 

_ Mr. SAMPLE, after some preliminary observa- 
tions, observed that this question was a new one, 80 
far as regarded the power of the House to act on 
the subject. He denied that the House of Repre- 
sentatives and Senate, in their legislative capacity, 
had the power to incorporate a foreign territory into 
this Union. We, (said Mr. S.,) who are opposed 
to the proposition, have called upon its advocates 
for arguments showing the power of this govern- 
ment to acton this matter; but they had called in 
vain, for as yet they had heard no arguments which 
had sufficient force to justify the measure. Some 

entlemen had declared that they would have Texas 
in the Union, right or wrong; but he apprehended 
that this would have no effect on the judgment of 
the House. The gentleman from iiinow, {Mr. 

Dovetass,} in order, as he conceived, to avoid the 
constitutional question, quoted the third section of 
the fourth article of the constitution, wherein it is 
declared that ‘‘new States may be admitted by the 
Congress into this Union;” and he contended that 
Congress had the power to admit Texas into the Union 
in virtue of that article, and that the acquisition of 
territory to make new States of, was incidental to that 
power. Now, he ay conceived that the acqui- 
sition of territory was the main question, and the 
other was the incidental one; because he could show 
that in all the debates in the convention which form- 
ed the constitution when this subject was under con- 
sideration, it was always taken for granted that the 
territory to make new States of should be within the 
limits of the Union. The gentleman from Alabama, 
[Mr. Berser] the other day, quoted the Virginia 
resolutions, and declared that they were the doc- 
trines of the democratic party at the present day. 
He assented fully to those resolutions, and particu- 
larly to the doctrine laid down in them, that all the 
powers not granted to the federal government were 
reserved to the States and the coals thereof. Now, 
he would ask the gentleman from Alabama where 
the power was granted to acquire foreign territory? 

Another gentleman contended that this power was 
inherent in the government by virtue of its sover- 
eignty. He admitted that it was an attribute of 
sovereignty to acquire territory; but the limits and 
the constitution restricted Congress from acquiring 
itin this way. As a sovereign we might make a 
treaty with a foreign nation for the acquisition of 
territory, because that question was settled by the 
former practice of the government. Mr. S. then 
sroceeded to argue that foreign territory could only 
fie acquired in virtue of the treaty-making power. 
But there was another question to which he must 
give a passing notice. Suppose Congress should 
adopt the proposition before them, and determine by 
a vote of the two Houses that Texas shall be annex- 
ed to this Union: in such a ease, he knew of no act 
that Congress might do in its legislative capacity, 
that Congress might not undo, when, in the change 
of events, a majority of another party should get into 
ower. Annex Texas by a law of Congress, and 
»y a law of Congress annexation might be repealed: 
and what stability would there be for the territories 
of this Union while public opinion was so liable to 
change. But again: the sovereignty of the people 
was in themselves; and they had given their legis- 
latures such powers as were necessary to provide 
for their welfare. If, then, the ml of Texas 
were sovereign, how could the legislature, 
by the exercise of any constitutional power which 
has been conferred on them by the people, deprive 
the people of their sovereignty? Had the legisla- 
ture of Texas the power to attach Texas to this 
Union? He denied that it had. 

He then proceeded to show that it was not the 
design of the framers of our constitution that power 
to annex fureign territory should be conferred by 
the 3d section of the 4th article of the constitu- 
tion, which gave authority to Congress to admit 
new States into this Union. He said there was not 
a word or syllable to authorize the government to 
go beyond the territory then possessed. To su 
port the position here taken, he quoted very largely 
frow the debates in the convention for the formation 
of our constitution. 

He next contended, as a matter of expediency, 
that we should be better without Texas than with 
it, whether viewed in a military or a commercial as- 
pect. Texas independent, and she was a better 
protection to us than if she belonged to us. How 
were the British to get there, for of in- 
vading us, if Texas remained independent, (and he 











trusted in God she would,) unless she entered into 
alliances with that government? If, then, she re- 
mained independent, the Gulf coast was protected 
for us without our aid. He disapproved of the 
spirit of aggrandizement and propagandism which 
was exhibiting itself amongst us. One gentleman 
had said that it would not be long before the banner 
of this country would float over the halls of Monte 
zuma; but if such a spirit of conquest should pre- 
vail here, we should then have attained our meri- 
dian. Our policy was one of peace. But it was 
said that it was necessary to acquire Texas for the 
purpose of extending the area of freedom. 

But, sir, said Mr. S., there is another area. You 
acquire Texas to “extend the area of freedom,” by 
widening the boundary of slavery. There is no 
other necessity for the acquisition of this territory 
except to gratify the policy, at this late day, in this 
19th century, in the freest nation on earth, to ex- 
tend, perpetuate, and strengthen the institution of 
slavery. As long as this institution was suffered to 
remain a domestic institution, applying exclusively 
to the States in which it dened it was not for 
him, it was not for the free States, who stood by the 
eee of the constitution, to interfere with it. 

f foreign invasion or domestic insurrection should 
threaten them, we must assist in their defence. He 
was a lover of the constitution; he would abide b 
it, with all its compromises; but when he was called 
upon en this floor, or as a citizen of this country, 
to view the acquisition of this territory in a political 
light, (and that it had become a political question 
there could be no doubt,) then he should act differ- 
ently. We were told by the Secretary of State, in 
his Lotter to Mr. Pakenham, that it was a political 
institution; they were told by the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, (Mr. C. J. Incer- 
soritj—and he presumed the gentleman spoke ex 
cathedra on this subject—that it was a slave ques- 
tion, a southern question; and they had been teld 
yesterday by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Wen- 
LER] that if there was no other reason for support- 
ing this aig, weymse than that it was calculated to 
strengthen that institution, he would vote for it. He 
regretted that this sectional discussion had been 
forced upon them; but that that issue had been 
raised, no man on this floor would hesitate to ac- 
knowledge. He was therefore obliged to enter 
somewhat upon it also. 

He wished to call the attention to the position in 
which the free States now stood; and he should 
speak plainly. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Doveérass] had moved an amendment to the propo- 
sition now under consideration, which amendment 
provided that slavery shouid not exceed beyond 
364 degrees of north latitude. He wished to have 
the attention of the committee, and of the world, to 
this map of Texas. He referred to the comparatively 
small amount of land designated by this prop- 
osition for the free State—an area not equal to 
that of Illinois, not comprising, he ventured to say, 
30,000 square miles of arable land. He also 
further referred to the proposition now lying on 
their table to admit Iowa and Florida into the 
Union. The limits of Iowa, as presented by her 
legislature, were more than 60,000 square miles— 
equal to the whole of New York and nearly all of 
Pennsylvania, occupying the whole territory be- 
tween the Missouri and the Mississippi, and cutting 
off every facility for forming new States: the limits of 
Florida, as they found by turning to the report, 
were 53,000 square miles, comprising swamps, 
sand hills, and everything else; and it was to be 
admitted, with the®privilege of hereafter,on attaining 
a certain number of inhabitants, of making two 
States. Was this to be borne? asked Mr. 8S. It 
was folly to attempt to conceal this matter; insidi- 
ously as it had crept upon them, the object was too 
clear. There was the record; two slave States were 
to be erected out of Florida, and one free State of 
lowa, the latter territory being much larger. Was 
not this a struggle for power? and were they not 
right in resisting? The star of freedom had risen 
over our country; it had been long in the ascendant; 
it was shedding its refulgent rays upon a free, 
happy, prosperous people; but make this infraction 
on the constitution of the country, and it was the 
signal for it to set, never more to rise. 

Mr. DEAN said he had seldom risen to address 
the House when he felt so smail a conficence in his 
ability to do justice to the subject as he did at this 
time, and to the important question now under con- 
sideration. He looked upon it as one of the most 
important that had ever been submitted to the de- 
liberation of an American Congress. It was no 
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less than the question of annexing to this Union an 
entire free and independent sovereign State; and it 
was not the importance of the matter alone that was 
in controversy, but whether they possessed the con- 
stitutional power to dispose of the subject by annex- 
ing Texas. That was the great question, and, in 
his humble opinion, the only question of magnitude 
involved. He should not, in its examination, go 
back to search among the musty records of that day 
when the constitution was framed, in order to give 
that instrument its true and poe construction. 
Why seek for the opinions of the men of the time 
of the origin of the constitution for the purpose of 
determining its true construction? That rule, which 
was the result of their deliberations and wisdom, 
had been chalked out in language so clear that it 
seemed to him no man could misunderstand or mis- 
apprehend. It was not to be disguised, however, 
that there were gentlemen on the floor entertaining 
serious objections to this measure, because they 
believed they were not warranted by the constitu- 
tion in doing this act. And he believed, yea, he 
knew, that there had never been a subject sub- 
mitted to their consideration, that had called 
forth so much inquiry, and so many projets 
for its accomplishment, as this had done. Some gen- 
tlemen thought that Congress had the power to an- 
nex new Statea to this Union, while they denied 
utterly the power to them to acquire the territory 
out o whidle thous States were to be formed. There 
were other gentlemen—and he was now speaking of 
the democratic party; when he came to speak of the 
old federal party, now calling themselves whigs, he 
should put them in general limits; there was no mis- 
take in regard to their position—who entertained 
different views. ‘The chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs had presented one scheme that was 
to annex Texas to this country asa Territory. That 
project had not only obtained the sanction of the 
executive of this nation, but the approbation of his 
council, among whom was one of the most distin- 
guished statesmen in this Union—one who under- 
stood the constitution, and who was as well quali- 
fied to decide upon any question as to its true con- 
struction with as much correctness of understand- 
ing of understanding as any other man; and who 
came from that portion of the democratic party who 
believed that the constitution should receive a strict 
and not a liberal construction. This, then, was 
also the opinion of the President of the United States 
and his cabinet; and it was in like manner the opin- 
ion of many other distinguished statesmen that they 
had the right to annex Texas as a Territory. Turn- 
ing to another portion of the democratic party, they 
said that, although they held that Congress 
had the right to annex new States to the Union, 
they had not the same power with reference to the 
territory out of which those States were to be 
formed. It would seem, from the argument present- 
ed by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Srer- 
son,] that that gentleman, and many of his 
friends, believed that Congress did not possess 
the constitutional right to do either—to annex Texas 
as a State ora Territory. He did not profess to be 
deeply learned in constitutional law, but he claimed 
the right of judging of the constitution for himself. 
What was the constitutional provision under which 
they were called upon to perform this act? Why, it 
was in the plainest and broadest words known to 
the English language. It was, “new States may be 
admitted by the Cengress into this Union.” And 
the learned gentleman from Indiana, who had just 
taken his seat, [Mr. Sampre,] had gone back and 
read the opinions of those who framed the constitu- 
tion, to show that the correct construction of that 
instrument required that the new States should be 
formed out of territory already within the bounds 
of this Union. There was nothing (said Mr. D.) 
to warrrant this construction; there was nothing to 
limit the constitutional power of Congress over the 
admission of new States into this Union. The gen- 
tleman had said we were a peaceful government; 
that we had no desire to acquire territory, and that 
our safety consisted in restricting ourselves to terri- 
tory now within the bounds of this Union. Why, had 
the gentleman forgotten the whole history of our 
country? Did he not know that, from the land- 
ing of the pilgrims at Plymouth, our march had 
been onward? that we had been a trespassing, pro- 
gressive, assuming people upon territory bordering 
upon us? Why, we had driven out every nation of 
the aborigines. Where*were the red men of the 
forest who once hunted their game upon the green 
mountains of Vermontand New Hampshire; upon 
the plains of Massachusetts, and Rhode Island, and 
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upon that territory now occupied the other 
States—where were they? They had been driven 
out, tribe by tribe, progressing as our march had 
been onward, until we had driven all the native 
races beyond the shores of the Mississippi. And 
we should go on in like manner till we 
reached the shores of the Pacific. If the gentle- 
man said they had not the power to annex Tex- 
as, what woul be his position when the question 
of Oregon—of annexing that immense territory— 
was brought up before them? We had acquired it 
by discovery; and if deprived of it, we would pos- 
sess it by law. They would find means by which 
they could acquire it without the aid of that party 
which has ever been arrayed against the interests 
of this country whenever a great national question 
had come up. If we ever acquired Oregon, we 
should have to acquire it as we were to acquire 
Texas: we would see the democratic standard bear- 
er marching at our front, and ultimately planting 
that standard on the shore of the Pacific; while we 
would see the whole cohorts of federalism, under the 
name of whigs, rallying in opposition to that meas- 
ure as they were now found in opposition to this 
one. He could not for a moment entertain the 
doubt of their constitutional power to take the 
proper measures to annex Texas, as a State or as 
a Territory. But the objections, he thought, were 
greater to annexing it to the Union as a State; in 
fact, he should doubt the policy of this Congress at 
this time passing a resolution acknowledging the 
independence of that government as a State and an- 
nexing her to this Union. 

There was something, (said Mr. D.,) very novel 
in the argument of the gentleman from Indiana, 
who had observed in his remarks that the power to 
acquire territory was the main power, and that the 
power to admit States into this Union was an inci- 
dental power, as conferred by the constitution. 
The constitution of the country had, in the broad- 
est and clearest language, conferred upon them the 
power to admit new States into this Union. 

Now, if there could be a construction given to the 
constitution—if there could be a position assamed 
in which it was necessary to exercise incidental 
tym in orderto carry out the powers conferred 

y the constitution, it was in this very instance; 
for unless this incidental power was exercised, it 
was not possible to admit new States into the Union, 
nor in this case carry out the clearly expressed 
will of the people. There were various ways of 
acquiring foreign territory; such, for instance, as by 
oars by purchase, by conquest, and it might 
be by inheritance; but it was asserted by some that 
this belonged to the treaty-making power alone, 
and therefore the power to acquire foreign territory 
could not be exercised - Conasnen. On turning 
to the constitution it would be found that the Pres- 
ident and Senate were empowered to make trea- 
ties; but not a word said about the power to make 
treaties for the purpose of acquiring territory to an- 
nex to the Union. When that subject was agitated 
in 1808, it was said that Mr. Jefferson doubted 
whether this government had such a power; but 
Louisiana was purchased and annexed to the Union; 
and no sooner was this done, than the beneficent 
effects of the measure became so apparent, that the 
whole nation was satisfied with nade further exam- 
ination of the constitution further satisfied them that 
the President and Senate had wisely and sagacious- 
ly exercised the powers confered on them. Why, 
the question whether the President and Senate pos- 
sessed the powers to acquire that fine country was 
no more doubted by the nation at large, than the 
— of Texas is doubted now. 

t had been justly observed that, in the history 
of parties in this country, we should always find 
the old federal party (or whig party, as it is now 
called,) nal against every measure which 
promised to advance the interest, the honor, or 
the glory of the nation. Yes, it was strange, 
but it was nevertheless true, that this same par- 
ty was never on the side of its country; but 
was always opposed to every measure that was 
dictated by patriotism, and recommended by sound 
considerations of national — They never for- 
got the old prejudices to which they were wedded, 
and they clung to their bigoted and illiberal doc- 
trines with the same tenacity that a miser clings to 
his gold. Go back to the question of the acquisi- 
tion of Louisiana—one of the greatest strokes of 
national policy which our history records—and_ the 
whole of the cohorts of federalism from Georgia to 
Maine would be found arrayed against it. They 
not only resisted it by argument, and by predicting 


the direst consequences if that project was accom. 
aig but they threatened a dissolution of the 

nion. It was no longer ago than yesterday, that a 
pamphlet was laid on his table, coming from that 
part of the Union (New England) which the gentle. 
man from Indiana lauded so highly, which held the 
same doctrines, and reiterated the same threats in 
case of the annexation of Texas. He fully con. 
curred with the gentleman in everything he had said 
of the patriots of old Massachusetts; but when he 
came to look at her degenerate sons, he could not 
but regret that in so many of them the spirit of the 
revolution—the spirit that animated their fathers at 
Bunker’s Hill and Lexington—was wanting. Yes 
this phamplet breathed the fiercest denunciations 
—_— those who were for annexing Texas to the 

nited States, and threatened disunion and all other 
ills besides if that measure was accomplished. 
Though every party in the Union now applauded 
Mr. Jefferson for the acquisition of Louisiana, which 
was denounced in 1803 as much as the acquisition 
of Texas is now, yet, when a measure of the same 
character is under consideration, the same factious 
opposition, the same party spirit, and the same trea- 
sonable threats of disunion were resorted to that in 
1803 characterized the conduct of the federal party. 
Notwithstanding this opposition and these threats of 
disunion and disorganization, the democratic part 
in that House, he felt assured, would stand up, as 
they had ever done, for the interest, the honor, and 
the glory of their common country. He knew that 
their aepeeeee would denounce this patriotic meas- 
ure as they did the acquisition of Louisiana, during 
the administration of Mr. Jefferson. He knew, too, 
that they would denounce the taking possession of 
Oregon, though no one was so hardy as to say that 
the country was not ours; but they would find their 
opposition in vain, for Oregon is and must be a part 
of our Unien, and he hoped Texas would be also. 
All this opposition, said Mr. D., we must expect; 
but every democrat on the floor was in favor of the 
acquisition of Texas, though there might be some 
who would be deterred from voting for it on account 
of constitutional scruples. He could not, however, 
for his part, see how any one could entertain any 
constitutional doubts on the subject. Hauing fully 
satisfied himself that Congress possessed the con- 
stitutional power to annex Texas to the Union asa 
Territory, or to admit it into the Union as a State, 
he was for at one passing a bill or resolution of some 
kind, that should accomplish the measure of annex- 
ation in one way or the other. Until Texas could 
form a constitution, and submit it for. the approba- 
tion of this government—to which it must be sub- 
mitted to decide upon the republicanism of its char- 
acter—it ought to be held as a Territory, and then 
taken in as a State; but he held that Congress had 
the power at this moment to annex it forever to our 
Union, provided Texas consented to it. He was for 
pursuing a course nearly similar in regard to Ore- 
gon. He had no doubt that a law would be passed 
to extend the jurisdiction of this government over 
that country, and in this way to annex it to our 
confederacy. If oa should pass a law an- 
nexing Texas to the United States, the next ques- 
tion would be, Had she the ability, and was abe 
willing, to become a part of this Union? 

On this part of the subject he had observed 
that there was a great diversity of opinion. 
He knew that there were some gentlemen who 
contended that we must have the consent of Mexi- 
co before we could annex Texas to the United 
Siates; and he was aware that the same objection 
was stated last spring in the letter of a distinguish- 
ed northern statesman [Mr. Van Buren] on that sub- 
ject; but public opinion was so much at war with 
the doctrines avowed by this gentleman, that he 
lost the high honor of the nomination of his party 
for the presidency, though he differed with the 
great a of them on thatone subject only. He 
apprehended, however, that there were few now 
who would be willing to say that the consent of 
Mexico was a necessary preliminary, since the 
pone of the Mexican usurper was overthrown, 

is army disbanded, and himself banished from the 
country. It then becomes important for us (said Mr. 
D.) to look into the situation of Texas, and see if 
she is competent to convey away her sovereignty, 
and form an alliance with us. It had been urged 
that a state of war existed between Texas and 
Mexico; and that, until that war was closed, Texas 
had no power to form such an alliance with this na- 
tion as was contemplated. Mr. D. here replied at 
length to this argument, showing from the history 
of the country and the laws of nations, that Texas 











was independent of Mexico, and free to treat with 
us, and that her independence had been maintained 
for more than eight years, without any agression 
from Mexico that deserved the name of a war. 
There could be, in his opinion, no doubts on this 

int. We s (said Mr. D.) the constitutional 
poin posses: : 

wer to annex Texas either asa erate or a 

tate; and Texas has not only the ability to dispose 
of herself by forming an alliance with us, but she 
is ready and willing todo so. The only question, 
therefore, to be considered, was that of the exps- 
diency of the measure; and that, he apprehended, 
was too plain to require an argument to prove it. 
He had expected to hear something from the gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. Samp.e] on the subject 
of slavery, and he was not mistaken; but he must 
here be permitted to say thatthe doctrines avowed 
by him he repudiated with all his heart. The gen- 
tleman told the committee that this was a sectional 
question; that it was alocal question; and that it was 
a question of slavery. Now, if the question was 
either of these, it never would have received his 
sanction. However much he regretted the course 
taken by a distinguished gentleman at the other end 
of the avenue, (Mr. Calhour.,) in regard to this 
question, and the tendency of that course to weaken 
and injure the cause in which he displayed so much 
zeal, yet he would never agree with him that it wes 
either a local or a slavery question. It was, in his 
opinion, purely a national question, calculated to 
promote the interests of the whole country, 
and was supported by a majority of the 
people at large, without regard to sectional 
interests or sectional feelings. ‘The honorable gen- 
tleman alluded to the treaty made in 1842 by this 
amalgamation administration, by which a valuable 
portion of our territory was surrendered toa for- 
eign power. Of this he had nothing to say, further 
thanthat he did notstand silently by and witness 
a disgraceful surrender of his country’s rights. 
What induced this government to give the Yan- 
kees $300,000 for the contemptible privilege of re- 
linquishing five millions of acres of our acknowl- 
edged territory to the British government, he could 
not say; but he knew that the transaction was 
viewed with the deepest indignation by the Ameri- 
can people, and that the disgrace and infamy of it 
never would be forgotten. After speaking in the 
most glowing terms of the value of Texas to the 
Union, its unexampled fertility of soil, its salubri- 
ty of climate and extent of territory, together with 
the inducements it will, in the event of annexation 
to the United States, hold out to agricultural, man- 
ufacturing, and commercial enterprise, Mr. D. ob- 
served that he had hastily glanced at the various 
topics connected with this subject, and had shown 
that we possessed the constitutional power, and that 
Texas possessed the ability and will to unite her 
with us. He had also shown that there were induce- 
ments for the acquisition of this territory of the 
most powerful nature; and he would simply re- 
mark to those gentiemen who talked so loudly of 
republican institutions and so sneeringly of the 
idea of “enlarging the area of freedom,” that his 
philanthropy was not bounded by their narrow 
views. 

One of the greatest inducements with him to an- 
nex Texas was, that they might extend the bless- 
ings of civil, political, and religious liberty which we 
enjoy. He would rejoice to see our free institu- 
tions extended throughout this continent. He 
would tell gentlemen on the other side, that the 
march of free institutions was onward; and it would 
keep up with the march of mind. His anxious de- 
sire was to add State to State; and it required no 
great stretch of the imagination to anticipate the an- 
nexation not only of Texas and Oregon, but of No- 
va Scotia, New Saamial, the Canadas, and even 
Mexico; and all the other possessions on this conti- 
neut,even to the polarregions. The light of liberty and 
the power of freedom must be felt by all the nations 
on this continent, and they would yet arise in their 
majesty and shake off the shackles which have 
bound them, and assume the rank which it was in- 
tended a should occupy by nature and by na- 
ture’s God. 

There was still one question which he would dis- 
cuss if he had the time to do so—the question of sla- 
very. It was a question which he had no disposition 
to dodge; but if he had time, he would meet it boldly 
and fairly. He now would give it as his deliberate 
opinion, that if they annexed Texas the course of 
slavery would be restricted. Texas was a slave 
country, and he believed the climate of a portion of 
‘Texas required and was peculiarly adapted for slave 
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labor: he did not believe a portion of it could be cul- 
tivated by whites; and he aso believed that if our 
country required it, it was our duty to prescribe 
slavery. But he also believed that, if Texas was an- 
nexed, in twenty years Virginia, Maryland, Dela- 
ware, and Kentucky would be rid of their slave pop- 
— and on this ground annexation was desira- 

e. 

Here the gentleman’s hour expired. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY next obtained the floor; 
and he moved that the committee rise. 

Tellers were called for, and Messrs. Tuomasson 
and Tisparrs were appointed; and they reported 73 
in the affirmative, and 49 in the negative. 

The committee accordingly rose, and reported 
progress. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a commu- 
tion from the President of the United States, in an- 
swer toa resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 4th June last, requesting the President 
to cause to be communicated to the House a copy of 
the instructions to George W. Erving upon his ap- 
pointment as minister plenipotentiary to Spain, in 
the year 1814, and afterwards during his mission 
to that court, which have not been heretofore made 


public. The report and the accompanying papers 
were very voluminous. 
Mr. ADAMS moved that they be laid on the 


the table and printed; which was agreed to. 
POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. JENKS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a joint resolution au- 
thorizing and directing the accounting officer of the 
Post Office Department to inquire into, audit, and 
settle the claims of Alexander M. Cumming, late 
mail contractor. It was read twice, and committed 
to the Committee of the Whole. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION. 


Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds,,reported a bill making an 
appropriation for furnishing, painting, and repair- 
ing the executive mansion, and for other purposes. 
It was read twice, and committed to the Committee 
of the Whole of the Union, and was ordered to, be 
printed. 

The House then adjourned. 





The following notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporters by the members 
presenting them: 


By Mr. JOS. A. WRIGHT: The papers in the application 
of Themes Bronaugh, of Hendricks county, Indiana, for a 
pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNIBAL HAMLIN: The petition of John E. 
Godfrey and 158 others, for the reduction of postage on all 
letters not weighing over half an ounce, to tencents. Also 
the petition of Dexter Farron and sundry other members of 
the legislature of Maine, for the erection of a light-house at 
the entrance of Gilkey’s harbor. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of Mary Briggs, of 
Rochester, Massachusetts, widow of Arnold Briggs, a revo- 
lulionary soldier, for a pension. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of the Maine, New Hamp- 
shire, and Massachusetts Railroad corporation, for refund- 
ing duties on railroad iron. 

$y Mr. MACLAY: The petition of sundry citizens of New 
York for a reduction of postage, and the abolition of the 
franking privilege. 

By Mr. ANDREW STEWART: The petition and docu- 
ments of Thomas Gregg, of Fayette county, Pernsylvania, 
in relation toe ‘ball-proof vessel” invented by him: referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HERRICK: The petition of Daniel Remick and 
seventy others, cifizens of Massachusetts and Maine, fora 
light-house at the entrance of Kennebunk harbor, in said 
State of Maine. Also the petition of Demond, Howe, & Co, 
and thirty other citizens of Massachusetts, for the same ob- 
ject: referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHN STEWART: The petition of Thomas 
Ranson, and ninety-three others, citizens of northern Ohio, 
praying Congress for an appropriation, at their present ses- 
sion, for completing a harbor at the mouth of Chagrin 
river, in the county of Lake, and State of Ohio: referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. A. A. CHAPMAN: The petition of Mrs. Phebe 
Pack, of the State of Ohio, praying fora pension: referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, January 11, 1845. 

The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, asked leave to make a report from that 
committee. 

Mr. PARMENTER objected, unless reports 
were received generally. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that the rules be 
suspended for one hour for the purpose of calling 
the committees for reports; which was agreed to. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, 


Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Meane be dis 
charged from the consideration of the petition of Alexander 
Herbert, and that it be laid on the table. 


On motion of Mr. NORRIS, 


Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Means be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of citizens of 
Massachusetts for the completion of the Sandy bay break- 
water; and that ic be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

On motion of Mr. WELLER, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Means be dis- 


charged from the consideration of the memorial of William 
Norris & Co, and that it be laid on the table. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, to 
which was referred Senate bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam Rich, reported the same with a recommenda- 
tion that the bill do not pass: referred to the Com 
mittee of the Whole flasied and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, an adverse reports upon the petition of Rich- 
ard G. Door and Martha Foot; which reports were 
laid on the table. 

Mr. THOMASSON, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports upon the petitions of 8. Cal- 
vert Ford and of the widow of Southey Parker, de- 
ceased; which reports were laid on the table. 

Mr. JOHN W. DAVIS, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill to change the boundary 
of the Red river land district, in the State of Arkan- 
sas. 

Mr. D. moved the engrossment, at this time, of 
the bill. 

The reading was called for; and it was read by the 
Clerk. 

The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. BOYD, from the same committee, reported a 
bill authorizing the President of the United States to 
issue patents for land sold in the town of Mineral 
Point, in the Territory of Wisconsin; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and order- 
ed to be printed. 


On his motion, the committee were discharged 
from the petition of certain citizens of Illinois in ref- 
erence to their school lands; and it was laid on the 
table. 


ATMOSPHERIC RAILWAYS. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to authorize the importation, 
free of duty, of pipes and machinery to test the 
utility of atmospheric railways. 

Mr. H. said, as this bill authorized the -importa- 
tion of iron without coming in conflict with any 
iron interest, he begged the House would at once 
put it on its passage. It so happened that there was 
now an experiment being made in England of what 
was called the atmospheric railroad. In this coun- 
try we were disposed to try the utility of these 
roads; their success was not yet ascertained. South 
Carolina, with that patriotism which had urged her 
to commence the first railroad and the first locomo- 
tive in the United States, by which a great stimulus 
had been given to the locomotives of the United 
States, was now disposed, in the same spirit of pa- 
triotic ardor, to make a new attempt to encourage 
domestic manufactures and promote the iron works. 
And let him state to the iron gentlemen that the 
Committee on Commerce (composed pretty much 
of iron men) unanimously recommended ‘to allow 
the importation, free of duty, of the railroad pipes 
and machinery requisite to test, for one mile, the ef- 
ficacy of atmospheric railroad locomotion; and if it 
were granted, we will undertake, (said Mr. H.,) in 
South Carolina, to try the experiment—not for our 
benefit, but for the benefit of the whole Union—with 
that patriotism which they knew always character- 
ized South Carolina. 

The bill was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved to refer the bill to 
the Committee (of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. BIDLACK said he would detain the House 
buta moment. As the gentleman who had pre- 
sented this bill had made a particular reference to 
iron men— 

Mr. HOLMES begged pardon. He did not mean 
that the gentleman wasa cast-iron man, (laughter;) 
but he referred to the gentlemen respecting iron in- 
terests. 

Mr. BIDLACK resuming, said he, as one of 
those who represented iron interests, had no dis- 


position to discourage this experiment, if there was 
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nothing more in the bill than represented by the 
gentieman; but he thought, as far as he could judge 
from its-reading, that a fair construction of the terms 
of the bill would allow the company to introduce, 
duty free, not only the pipes, &c. necessary for 
one mile, but all the machinery necessary on the 
whole road. 
. Mr. KING was understood to say he did not re- 

rd this bill as so important in itself; but he ob- 
jected to repealing the tariff in detail. He thought 
the bill had better go to a committee. 

Mr. BIDLACK called for the reading of the bill 
again; which was read. ’ 

The question was taken, and the bill was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union—by yeas 82, noes not counted. 


RAILROAD CONTRACTS FOR TRANSPORTATION 
OF MAIL. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a jojnt resolution 
authorizing the Postmaster General of the United 
States to contract with railroad companies in certain 
cases, without advertising for proposals therefor. 

Mr. G. remarking that the resolution was the same 
as had passed the Flouse at the last session, moved 
that it be now read a third time and passed. 

After a niomentary conversation between Messrs. 
CAVE JOHNSON and GRINNELL, 

The resolution was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads be discharged from the consideration of the memorial 
of John H. Pennington, for an appropriation for experiments 
testing his invention for navigating the air. Also, that the 


memorialist Jeave leave to withdraw the same from the files 
of the House. 


Mr. BIDLACK, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition rn of Henry 
Richards; which motion was agreed to, and it was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. SUMMERS, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief of the sureties 
of William Estes, late paymaster of the 4th regi- 
ment of Virginia troops, stationed at Norfolk during 
the late war: read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


FORTIFICATIONS. 

Mr. CLINCH, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill making appropriations for 
certain defensive works of the United States, for the 
fiscal year commencing on the Ist July, 1845, and 
ending 30th June, 1846: read twice, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. C. from the same committee, reported 
a bill making appropriations for the commence- 
ment of defensive works at or near the mouth 
of the Genesee river, for the fiscal year commenc- 
ing on the first of July, 1845, and ending on the 
30th June, 1846: read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. HARALSON, from the same Committee. 
made a favorable report on the case of John H, 
Mclntosh, accompanied by a bill for his relief 
which was read twice, and referred to the commit- 
tee of the Whole House. 


RELATIVE RANK IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a joint resolution concerning 
the relative rank of certain officers in the navy; and 
moved that it be now puton its passage. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to amend it by ad- 
ding a proviso, that such increased rank shall not 
be accompanied by increased pay; which amend- 
ment being agreed to— 

The resolution was read the third time, and 
passed. 

CAT-0'-NINE-TAILS IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committe on Na- 
val Affairs, submitted a resolution mening the 
Secretary of the Navy to report to the House what 
substitute, if any, might be made for corpora] pun- 
ishment in the navy, without endangering the dis- 
cipline of the service: agreed to. 

NAVY CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. ATKINSON, from the same committee, re- 
ported without amendment the bill from the Senate 
entitled “‘An act to afford relief to certain contract- 
ors of the government;”’ and the same was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


On motion of Mr. DAVID L. SEYMOUR, the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from 
the further consideration of several cases that had 
been referred to that committee; and the same were 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, offered a bill for the relief of the widow 
Hannah Duboise; and after being read the second 
time, Mr. R. said this was the same bill, verbat'm, 
which had been reported the last session, and subse- 
quently passed this House unanimously. But it 
being late in the session, (in June,) it was not 
reached in the Senate; he therefore asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to have it read the third 
time, and that the bill be engrossed. 

This bill, however, contained an _ appropria- 
tion. It was necessary that it should go to the 
Committee of the Whole House. It was ac- 
cordingly so committed; and the bill and report 
were ordered to be printed, and made the order of 
the day fer to-morrow. 

Mr. R. also offered a bill for the relief of March 
Farrington; which having been read twice, the bill 
and report were ordered to be printed, and made the 
order of the day for to-morrow. 

Mr. R. also offered a bill for the relief of Henry 
N. Halsted; which having been read the second 
time, the bill and report were ordered to be printed, 
and made the order of the day for to-morrow. 

Mr. R. also made a report on the application of 
William Allen, adversely to the prayer of the peti- 
tioner. The report was otinek to be printed, the 
papers laid upon the table, and the committee dis- 
charged from the further consideration thereof. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Justice Jacobs; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

On motion by Mr. BRINKERHOFF, the same 
cowmittee was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of Aaron Rollins. 

Mr. J. B. HUNT, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the memorial of 
Econchattimico, an Indian chief: and the committee 
was discharged from the further consideration 
thereof. 

Mr. ASHE, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported a bill placing the name of Benjamin 
Allen on the roll of invalid pensioners; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

On motion by Mr. ALBERT SMITH, the same 
committee was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of the heirs of Charles 
Rumsey. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, made a report on the subject of preparing in- 
dices for public documents; which was laid on the 
table, rect pou woe to be printed. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD, from the Committee on 
Accounts, offered the following resolution; wl1h 
was considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be required to enter in a book to 
be provided and kept for that purpose, all articles, with the 
cost of the same, he may purchase for the use of this House. 
He shall deliver to the chief clerk all articles necessary for 
the clerk’s office; to the postmaster all articles required for 
his office, and for the use of members and committees; to the 
doorkeeeper all articles required for the use of the hall and 
the folding room; and to the sargeant-at-arms such articles 
as may be necessary for his office. At the close of each ses- 
sion, the clerk shall make abstracts of all articles delivered 
to the foregoing persons, and enter the same on the afore- 
said book, with the cost thereof. He shall then make an ac- 
curate inventory of all articles on hand belonging to the 
contingent fund, and enter the same in said book, with the 
cost thereof. The postmaster shall keep an account of all 
articles delivered to each member of the House as now re- 
quired; also an account ofall articles, with the cost thereof, 
which he may deliver to the chairman, inserting his name, 
of each committee. At the commencement of each session, 
the clerk, chief clerk, postmasters, doorkeeper, and ser- 
geant-at-arms shall respectively account to the Committee 
on Accounts forall property of every description belonging 
to said contingent fund received by them. 


Mr. BOWLIN, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Harrison Wilson; 
which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
raittee of the Whole House. 

On the motion of Mr. SIMONS, of the Commit- 
tee on Engraving, it was agreed to print 1,500 co- 
pies of Nicolet’s map of the Upper Mississippi. 

Mr. A. A. CHAPMAN, from the Committee of 
Elections, su! mitted a resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to pay 
William L. Goggin per diem and mileage as a member of 


this House from the 4th December, 1843, to the 17th Febru- 
ary, 1844, inclusive. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the same committee, ex- 





lained why this resolution had been re 

r. Goggin came here to contest the seat of My. 
Gilmer, aud he presented the evidence on which hig 
clam was based. He presented the record ob. 
tained from the inspectors of elections in every por- 
tion of the district, and that evidence showed that 
Mr. Goggin was elected. But, on examining that 
evidence here, it was found that one of the officers 
of election had made a mistake, and consequently 
Mr. Goggin’s claim was reported against. Now 
the question was, was Mr. Goggin justified in com. 
ing here to contest the seat of Mr. Gilmer? The 
record of the officer showed that he was; and when 
such record showed such a state of things, it wag 
the duty of a candidate, both to his constituents 
and the country, to bring the matter before this 
House for investigation. The error was the offi- 
cer’s, and not Mr. Goggin’s; and hence the commit. 
tee had reported this resolution. He concluding by 
moving the previous question. 

The SPEAKER announced that the hour had 
expired for which the rules had been suspended. 

r. SUMMERS hoped the House would allow 

this question to be decided now. It would be a 
saving of time to do so. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
State of the Union, for the purpose of resuming the 
consideration of thegesolutions for the reannexation 
of Texas. 

The motion was agreed to, and Mr. Hopxigs 
took the chair. 

Mr. J. P. KENNEDY, who had the floor from 
pene said he was opposed to the proposition 

efore the House—to every proposed amendment 
of that proposition—and to annexation in any shape 
or form in which it might be presented. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Dean,| who addressed the 
committee yesterday, had undertaken to define the 
position of the party with which he (Mr. K.) was 
associated on this and other questions; and fortu- 
nately for the country, it was known on what plat- 
form they had stood. They stood where their po- 
litical forefathers had ever stood, when there was to 
be an “extension of the area of freedom,” or the 
rinciples of freedom, in every age of the world. 
t was true they did not a to the party of “pro- 
gressive democracy” of which they had heard 
something on this floor; it was their pride and 
leasure to stand where their forefathers had stood; 
but he did not think the gentleman from Ohio, or 
any ofhis forerunners in this debate, kad been so 
fortunate as to define their own position on this 
or any other question during the present session. 
It had been prophesied that the present session of 
Congress would become one of great and paramount 
interest to the people of this country and of Texas, in 
reference to this question of annexation; and the 
opinion had also been expréssed, that this Congress, 
when assembled, would find nothing to do but to 
register the edicts of the people, as they were said to 
have been pronounéed in the result of the late elec- 
tion. They were told that the day of argument was 
gone by, and that they had nothing to do but to 
carry out the judgment of the people; but, since they 
had come here, a very different temper began to 
revail amongst the democratic party on this floor. 
t was now no longer so clear that this question had 
been determined by the people, and that their course 
was shaped out for them by the hand which usually 
shaped out the legislation of this House. They 
found gentlemen here invoking inquiry into this mat- 
ter, that some reasons might be given to satisfy the 
still unsatisfied. Why, they had some doubts yet 
existing as to what were the issues of the election of 
1844. Some gentlemen found it a profitable subject 
of dispute here; and any gentleman who had listen- 
ed to the debates here onthe proposition to allow 
railroad iron to be introduced free of duty, and on 
the sub-treasury, would find there existed an edi- 
fying contrariety of opinion as to what were the 
issues of 1844. He had proof, too, in the message 
of Governor Porter, of Pennsylvania, that he was of 
opinion that if the people had supposed Mr. Polk, 
the President elect, was not in favor of the tariff of 
1842, they would not have elected him. They had 
likewise another pape: which excited a good deal of 
interest, at the present time? in relation to the issues 
of 1844—the message of the Governor of New 
York; and he begged gentlemen who were skilled in 
deciphering such things to tell him what the 
ge in New York was of the issues 
of 1844. hey were told in that message 








that the two great parties of the country had been 
fairly pitted upon well known principles, and meas- 
ures of policy which divide them; and the election 
was decided on the well known previous opinions 
and principles of the candidates; and it went on togive 
them one short paragraph, which he supposed had 
some reference to the annexation of Texas; but it 
was distinctly a message of non-committalism, which 
defied the most ingenious to explain. It reminded 
him of a man that they had once in their State; he 
was a very excellent man, whose misfortune it was 
to be ple ced upon the bench—a man wh. was more 
distinguished for goodness of heart than for legal 
knowledge; and for sixteen years he sat beside the 
chief justice without once expressing an opinion. 
But it happened on one occasion that some members 
of the bar were desirous to furnish some diversion 
for the bystanders in the court, and they got upa 
case, and placed it before the good old gentleman as 
an intrinsic question of law on which they desired 
his opinion. They argued the question on both 
sides, and then it became necessary that he should 
charge the jury, which he did in this fashion: Gen- 
gentlemen, this is a case of vast importance— 
the issues have been very distinctly made—the 
counsel have argued them with great ability— 
and it now becomes my duty to pronounce a direction 
to the jury on the subject. You have heard the law 
clearly and precisely stated by the counsel on both 
sides, and my direction is, that you find accordingly. 
[Laughter.} And a clear was the message 
of Gov. Wright. He (Mr. K.) thought he under- 
stood the issues of 1844 before he came here, but 
now, from all he could gather, they were, Mr. 
Polk is elected; and that was about all that could be 
fairly inferred from that election, thereby furnishing 
the democratic party with a charter to carry out any 

rinciples which the politics of the day might ren- 

er necessary. 

He had recently seen a letter from Washington 
to the Richmond Enquirer, which furnished evi- 
dence of the unanimity which prevailed in the demo- 
cratic party in relation to the question of annexation. 

The letter seemed to come from one who had 
become, by some means or other, well versed in 
the mysteries and private consultations on this sub- 
ject. That jetter was written before the holydays, 
and it announced the perplexities which prevailed 
at that time. It gave the names of parties 
te whom they lied been referred for adjustment, and 
then prophesied that, by new year’sday, they would 
be brought into a state of harmony, and then they 
were to have some “thunder”—democratic thundet 
—which would make every British advocate in this 
land, and every other Jand, to tremble, from Sir Rob- 
ert Peel down to Mr. Winthrop. [Laughter.] Well 
now, he (Mr. K.) was somewhat of an amateur in 
these grand convulsions of nature, and he perceiv- 
ed with some degree of gratification the announce- 
ment that they were to have some thunder; he was 
anxious to see the commotion which the Jupiter 
Tonans of the question—the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs—and his auxiliaries were 
to create through the whole hemisphere in which 
they lived. Well, the thunde? had come; but after 
two days’ exhibition of it, it was well-nigh exhaust- 


ed; and if it had not been for the philanthropy of 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. J. R. Iy- 
GERSOLL,| who replenished the cauldron with mate- 
rials of combustion, it would have been totally si- 
lenced. They had had some since; but he thought he 
had heard better “thunder.” The thunder of the 
theatres was better when it was necessary there to 
getup a storm by the vibration of tin-plates, and 
create lightning with sulphur and saltpetre. The 
thunder which they had had, he was happy to see 
had not annihilated his friend from Massachusetts, 
{[Mr. Wixrurop;] and possibly the next steamer 
might bring intelligence that Sir Robert Peel had 
escaped the threatened danger. 

But with whatever indifference or neglect the 
people of the United States may have received this 
proposition of annexation when it was first sub- 
mitted to their consideration, when it sprang into 
existence under the nursery of that accidental func- 
tionary who was at least its foster father, whoever 
might be the legitimate father of the ‘old annexa- 
tion,” of which the gentleman from Illinois had 
spoken—however it may have been disparaged while 
under his care, partaking somewhat of the feeling 
which the public attributed to him who made it his 
boast that he came into power without a party, and 
of whom he (Mr. K.) prophesied that he would 
abdicate power without a friend—it had grown to 


bea question of great and vital importance to the 
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people of this country, exciting hopes and animat- 


ing fears both of friends and foes. So absorbing 

had the question become, that many of our greatest 
and best citizens’ were looking with fear and trem- 
bling; and thousands and ten of thousands of the best 
patriots in this land were looking to the proceedings 

of Congress with deep feelings and many rayers 
for a safe deliverance. 

He thought he must be a most careless observer 
of the signs around him who did not see doubt of 
the popular censure, distrust of the rashness of the 
proceeding, pervading the action of those who had 
come here professing to be particular frends of this 
measure. They could all see a disposition if pos- 
sible to escape every practicable measure of an- 
nexation, and go to some abstract proposition. The 
intrinsic difficulties were greatly enhanced by the 
events that had taken place since the subject had 
first come under consideration. The struggle was 
not so much to find a way to admit Texas into the 
Union, as it was to find a way to admit her in spite 
of the Senate’s veto. The Senate stood in the way 
of it; and it was not the first time that a whig Senate 
of this country had put strict construction to its 
trumps to evade the constitution of the land. 
We had seen such struggles as had never been 
witnessed before. These embryo schemes, these 
artful devices, were todo—whav? To get round the 
constitution of the United States. Mr. K. referred 
to Swift’s “Tale of a Tub,” and read at some 
length, amid much merriment of the House, the 
artful and profound consultations there recorded 
with reference to the three constructions of the will 
in question, as illustrative of what he alleged the 
quibbles and prevarications with which it was at- 
tempted by the friends of this measure to get around 
the constitution of the United States? Now he 
begged leave to give a caution to the friends of this 

uestion. There were too many schemes before 
this House, as was declared by the voice which had 
come from the Hermitage. Now, since we had 
heard the crack of the whip from the West, there 
was imminent danger, if we did not go immediately 
and annex Texus, (for her benefit,) or she would 
take her benefit into her own hands, and seek alli- 
ance elsewhere; and then it might be we should 
have no other means of making Texas happy but 
by the sword. How obedient the friends of this 
scheme would be to this voice potential, remained 
to be seen. 

What were these schemes? or why so many? 
Had it ever before been heard that on an ordinary 
subject of legislation, or any scheme on which 
men had made up their minds, there was to be a 
succession forever of contrivances to get it into 
some intelligible shape. We had some eight or 
nine of these—how many more there were in the 
ortfolios of gentlemen he was not able to say. 

hat were they? Beginning with that of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, [Mr. C. 
J. Incersoit,]| he should characterize that as an ex- 
pedient (a happy expedient its author might consid- 
er it) by which the House of Representatives and 
Senate might, by joint resolution, ratify a treaty 
which the treaty-making power had rejected; in 
other words, by which they might out, veto the veto 
ofthe Senate. Well, that struck at once some of 
the tender conciences here with alarm, and they 
could not go for it. 

Well, immediately after came the proposition of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Wetier,| which was a 
specimen of extending the jurisdiction of the consti- 
tution of the United States over foreign lands, (for 
it proposed directly to extend it toa foreign land.) 
Then stepped in directly the gentleman from TIlli- 
nois, [Mr. Doverass,} who, finding exception taken 
to this second plan, gave them a scheme by which 
we should be enabled to revive a dead treaty by 
strangling three live ones—to revive the treaty of 1803 
by striking down the treaties of 1819, 31, and °38. 
But the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Tispatts} 
had made a great discovery: be .was not will- 
ing to take up exactly the doctrines of the 
three preceding plans, and he had given them 
a proposition which was considered a very in- 
genious mode of shying the constitution, by 
admitting Texas as a State under the implied ac- 
knowledgment that it could not be admitted asa 
territory. Perhaps the gentleman was unconscious 
that this violated a resolution which had been 
adopted by this House at the last session, that they 
had no right to do, indirectly, what the constitution 
said they might not do directly. The next plan was 
that of the gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Bexser,] 
which was a direct proposition to accomplish this 
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object, and which threw down the glove of strict con- 
struction to its knights and squires. Of all the plans 
submitted here, this met his most cordial approba- 
tion. It was frank and man!y; if this deed of usur- 
pation was to be done, let it be done with « bold face, 
without equivocation, and with a bared breast to the 
issue. He referred to the fact which he alleged, 
that the gentleman had made an attempt in the city 
of Baltimore to get passed resolutions of censure 
upon him (Mr. K.) for having written a letter 
against the annexation of Texans, and he ex- 
ressed his acknowledgments therefor, as thereby 
Ahad been demonstrated what before he had only 
conjectured to be true—that the large majority of 
his people were opposed to annexation. He felt it 
due to the gentleman, however, to say that these 
resolutions were not passed by him, but by some 
minions of power in Baltimore, who coast that, 
by this small device of passing censure upon him, 
they might find favor with John Tyler. Well, the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Dromeoore) next 
came in with what he understood to be a proposi- 
tion which had received great countenance in this 
House—to introduce Texas after the manner of 
Vermont. He would not occupy the time with any 
history of the proposition, but surely there was 
some difference between Texas and Vermont. Ver- 
mont, a member of the old confederation—Ver- 
mont, claimed by two States, her territory embraced 
within the territory of New Hampshire and New 
York—Vermont on the battlefield of our country 
for that freedom which made our Union at all— 
Vermont perpetually soliciting Congress througout 
the war of the revolution to recognise her as one 
of the sister States, and not to consider her the 
mere patrimony of New Hampshire and New 
York,—she was brought in; and the gentleman had 
furnished his model of a proposition, that they 
should brfg in Texas; but no man inthe House 
would consent that Iowa or Florida should be 
brought in, without a moment’s inspection of her 
constitution, leaving it altogether contingent, de- 
pending upon what she should do hereafter, of 
“9 form or principle that constitution should 
Mr. K. proceeded to refer to the constitutional 
question. The constitution of the United States 
was silent altogether (he said) upon the question 
of the acquisition of territory. If, therefore, there 
was a power to acquire territory at all, conveyed in 
that instrument, all must admit it to be a power of 
implheation alone. Now, Mr. Jefferson denied 
that power. Jefferson was a strict constructionist, 
and he was not willing to infer so vast and respon- 
sible a power as that of taking in a large amount of 
territory, under an implication of power derived 
from the grants of the constitution. In proof of 
this, he referred to Mr. Jefferson’s messages 
and correspondence; and on examining them, he said 
no one could doubt that Mr. Jefferson’s mind was 
made up unequivocally, that there was no power of 
this kind. What did he do? Under a great State 
necessity, of which every man recognised the ex- 
istence and pressure, he acquired Louisiana, with 
the full assurance that he would have the acquies- 
cence of the American people; and by that, ond that 
alone, would he be sanctioned in his measure. 
There were but three modes by which territory 
could be acquired; by conquest, by discovery, or by 
cession or transfer. Now he wished to call the at- 
tention of the committee to the fact, that in each of 
these modes of acquiring territory in every govern- 
ment, and especially in ours, if there existed that 
power in the constitution, it was of necessity execu- 
tive, and not legislative. The power of conquest 
had never been tried in this country. We had some 
discussion of title by discovery on the Oregon qués- 
tion, and that was, he understood, one of the points 
made by the friends of that measure. But the power 
of conquest or discovery could only be made through 
the power to carry on war, (for conquest was the re- 
sult of war, and discovery was but a species of con- 
quest.) Our power to derive territory by cession or 
transfer was as distinctly to be inferred from the 
power to make treaties; which, by this government, 
was corferred upon the specific organ mentioned in 
the constitution. Now, he hed heard it contended 
upon this floor, especially in a report of a distin- 
guished gentleman from South Carolina, [understood 
to be Mr. Hotmes,]} that there wasno faculty in this 
overnment to establish or hold colonies. - That, he 
Scleeel. was the opinion which obtained a retty 
large adoption among the members of this House, 
although it had never been his opinion. If that 
were true, that we had no power to hold colonigs, 
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why, undoubtedly, it followed that we had no pow- 
erto acquire territory; because the acquisition of 
foreign territory necessarily supposed that there was 
some power on the part of the government to organ- 
ize and govern that territory when it was obtained. 
If no such power did exist, there could be no such 
thing as the preservation of an acquisition at all. 
Gentlemen found that this executive power was en- 
tirely superseded by the clause of the constitution 
which enabled the government to admit new States. 
That was but the power (Mr. K. maintained) of or- 
ganization and inspection. 1t presupposed that the 
power which had control of acquisition, had first 
acquired the territory. 

r. K. next noticed the bill introduced by the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Dromcoore,} to 
which he proceeded to state his objections at length; 
one of the most important of which was, that the 
immediate admission into the Union of Texas asa 
State would bring into Congress senators and repre- 
sentatives who will not have the constitutional quali- 
fication of nine and seven years’ residence in the 
United States. 

Mr. K. then referred to the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that, by the third article 
of the treaty of 1803, the inhabitants of Texas were 
entitled to claim the benefits of the guaranty con- 


tained in it, and come into the Union as a State, not- | 


withstanding the treaty of 1819, which ceded them 
to Spain. in this part of his argument, Mr. K. 
seid that the treaty of 1819 was approved of by the 
people of the United States, and that General Jack- 
son himself gave it his unqualified approbation. He 
begged the reporters to notice this assertion—that 
General Jackson approved of the treaty of 1819 in 
the broadest and most extensive terms; and asserted 
that,if the friends of Generel Jackson denied it, 
there were letters of his extant to prove the truth 
of what he asserted. 

Mr. K. concluded by observing that it was his 
purpose to have gone more extensively into this 
subject than he now found that the time allotted him 
would permit. He should have noticed, if time 

rmitted, the incalculable mischief that would re- 
sult to the State he represented, and tothe whole 
Union—the North as well as the South—if this 
measure should be accomplished; but he must leave 
that task to other hands. 

Mr. ISAAC E. MORSE trusted that it would not 
be thought extraordinary that he, representing the 
district he did, should feel some solicitude to obtain 
the floor, and express his views and those of the 
people he represented on the subject under consider- 
ation. He should be obnoxious to the charge of 
neglecting the interests of his constituents if he 
omitted to avail himself of the first opportunity that 

resented itself of displaying, to the best of his abil- 
ity, the great and manifest advantages that would 
result not only to the State he represented, but to 
the whole Union, by the adoption of this important 
measure of national policy. On this subject the 
people of Louisiana, as well as the legislature of 
that State, had expressed their opinions with great 
unanimity; and he did not hesitate to say, without 
the fear of contradiction, that a large majority of 
both parties were in favor of accomplishing the 
measure of annexation in some one of the forms 
that had been presented to the House. He had lis- 
tened with the deepest attention to the various ob- 
jections which had been made to this measure, and 
it appeared to him that there were but three worthy 
of notice. These were, first, the constitutional ob- 
jection that had been urged against the acquisition of 














a foreign territory; secondly, the dangers it was al- || 
leged that would result from an extension of our | 
territory; and thirdly, the most dangerous of all ob- 


jections, that based on the question of slavery. But 
was such a question as this, fraught with such im- 
portant interests to the whole country, to be met by 
guch unsound and untenable objections. Another 
objection was, that this question was in- 
tended to have some effect on the prospects 
of certain political parties, and the standing 
of certain eminent statesmen. Now, he de- 
sired to strip it of all extraneous matter, and 
discuss it on its merits without reference to the par- 
ty and sectiona! topics that had improperly been 
dragged into the discussion. He desired to say to 
those gentlemen who were disposed to treat this sub- 
ject as a sectional and party matter, that if it was 
suffered to degenerate into a question of president- 
making, it would destroy the prospects of any ey 
who sanctioned it; and that the people would, as 
they had done twice before, discard the old political 
aspirants and tuke up some new candidate fresh 
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from their ranks, whom they would elevate to that 


high office. Mr. M. then proceeded, in reply 
to Mr. Kennepy, to prove that this question was 
decided by the people of the United States at the 


last presidential election; and that although there 
might be some dispute as to the other issues that 
were made during that canvass, there was none in 
regard to the annexation of Texas. Although there 
might have been, in the different portions of the 
Union, banners borne by the democratic party 
with inscriptions of an opposite character in relation 
to the tariff, yet he ventured to say that no man ever 
saw a banner with the inscription of Polk and no 
annexation of Texas, or of Clay and Texas. 

There were some few points to which he would 
now address himself; and the first was, did Texas 
desire to come into the Union? for it would not be 
proper, perhaps, that the poor unfortunate country 
should be dragged into the Union nolens volens. 
That she did desire to be annexed to this country, 
was evidenced by the strenuous efforts made by her 
accredited minister throughout the negotiations on 
this subject. Well, then, did the people of the 
United States desire it? for 1t was a contract which 
required the assent of the people of both countries. 
That they did, he was satisfied; and he quoted the 
setting aside of Mr. Van Buren, and the passage of 
resolutions, as evidence of the fact. He then re- 
ferred to precedents for the annexing of foreign ter- 
ritory to this country. 

One instance in point was the annexation ofa 
small portion of Louisiana, which in 1803 was not 
ceded to the United States except very vaguely, and 
over which the flag of Spain floated from 1803 to 
1811; and then its Spanish occupants declared them- 
selves free and independent, and took possession of 
the garrison of Baton Rouge. Afterwards they 
came to Congress, and petitioned to be admitted into 
this Union. The debates which arose on that prop- 
osition were here largely quoted by the honorable 
gentleman, who stated the result to be that that por- 
tion of country was added to Louisiana with the 
consent of her legislature. 

He then proceeded to examine the constitutional 
provisions which enabled Congress to admit new 
States into the Union, and then inquired whether 
the annexation of Texas would give umbrage to 
Mexico, or any other foreign nation; for it was the 
duty of a good citizen not to give conntenance to 
anything which would unnecessarily involve us ina 
war. Tonea, he contended, was independent of 
Mexico; she had full power to treat with foreign 
nations; and her independence had been recognised 
by this government and several European countries, 
though not by Mexico. He argued that the con- 
tinuing to hold out on the part of Mexico, and the 
refusal by her to recognise the independence of 
Texas, was no valid objection to the accomplish- 
ment of annexation. 

There was another question in connection with 
this subject, which he felt called upon briefly to dis- 
cuss. He alluded to the question of slavery; and 
he there took occasion to say that he denied one 
principle which some gentlemen had assumed—that 
slavery was an evil. He affirmed that it was not an 
evil. It was, onthe contrary, one of the greatest 
blessings of God Almighty, for the protection and 
proper keeping of a large portion of his creatures 
who had not the capacity to take care of themselves. 
From this point he adverted to the right of petition 
which had been set up here, and denied the right of 
any set of people to send petitions to this House 
which were an insult to some seventy or eighty of 
its members, and an impertinent intermeddling with 
the domestic concerns of others. 

He remarked that he had drawn a_ resolution 
(which, in accordance with the assurance of gentle- 
men who were better versed in parliamentary mat- 
ters, he had not offered as yet) to make each mem- 
ber personally responsible who should avail himself 
of this subterfuge to insult and scorn the repre- 
sentatives on this floor. Mr. M. further remarked 
upon the manifest injustice and insults to the South 
of this continued presentation of abolition petitions 
here, and likened it to the presentation by mem- 
bers from the South of petitions from the operatives 
of the northern manufactories, who were confined 
some sixteen or eighteen hours a day, for a release 
from these oppressions, and a participation in the 
profits of their masters—the lords of the loom; but 
such a course the representatives of the South would 
scorn to pursue. He would not represent the peo- 
ple of Louisiana if he did not say that he would not 
admit that slavery was an evil; he maintained it to 
be a great blessing. He said this on his own re- 


sponsibility; and, without fear of contradicti 

declared, having travelled all through Eerope tk 
the operatives of Louisiana were far better fed 
better clothed, did less work, and had more intelli. 


nce, than the operatives who spent their 
—y wh 
Goes in these factories. _ 


Mr. M. having concluded, 
Mr. TIBBATTS obtained the fi i 
for this purpose to Pree 
Mr. D. L. SEYMOUR, on whose motion the 
committee rose and reported progress. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


_ The SPEAKER laid before the House the follow- 
ing communications: 

From the State Department, an account of such 
changes and modifications as have taken place in 
the commercial system of foreign nations. 

From the War Department, the annual list of the 
contracts made by that department. 

Both of which were laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

From the War Department, the report of the 
ordnance bureau giving information as to the quan- 
tities of ammunition used in the respective services 
under the control of the War Department; what 
eee are on hand, and what quantities are 
deemed expedient or necessary to be kept on hand 
in pe ome to our other paliery resources: refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed 

From the War Department, the annual report of 
moneys expended and arms manufactured at the na- 
tional armoriés; with a report of the inspection of 
said armories, and estimates for additional buildings, 
&c., thereat; laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


SENATE BILLS. 


The following bills from the Senate were taken 
up, read a first and second time, and referred. 

An act to consolidate and amend the acts in rela- 
tion to the pensions of widows of naval officers, 
seamen, and marines: referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

An act for the relief of Mark Simpson. 

An act declaring the assent of Congress to the 
State of Indiana to impose a tax on all lands here- 
after sold by the United States in that State, from 
and after the time of such sale: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

An act to confirm the survey and location of claims 
for lands in the State of Mississippi, east of Pear! 
river, and south of 31st degree of north latitude: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

An act providing for the appointment and regula- 
ting the pay of engineers and assistant engineers in 
the revenue service: referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

An act relinquishing the revessionary interest of 
the United States in certain Indian reservations in 
the State of Alabama: referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

An act granting a pension to George Whitton: rc- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act for the relief Mary Reeside, executrix of 
the Jast will and testament of James Reeside. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved to refer it to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved to refer it to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

After some conversation between Messrs. CAVE 
JOHNSON, J. R. INGERSOLL, and HOPKINS, 
Mr. J. R. Incersow. having withdrawn his motion, 


the bill was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT IN THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, pursuant to notice given, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill further to 
amend the act entitled an act to regulate arrests on 
mesne process in the District of Columbia; which 


was referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 


SUB-MARINE BATTERY. 


Mr. MURPHY, on leave, reported, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, a bill for the relief of Samuel 
Colt; which was twice read, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

ILLINOIS RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. WENTWORTH introduced resolutions o 
the Illinois legislature, in relation t a national ar- 
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mory at Fort Massac: referred to the Committee on 
Military Alairs. 

Also resolutions in relation to substituting good 
lands for school sections of no value: referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The House adjourned to Monday at 12 o'clock. 





The follewing notices of petitions presented to- 
day, were handed to the reporter by the members 
presenting them: 


By Mr. ROBERTS: The petition of William MeMahon, 
senior, and sixty-four others, praying fora mail route from 
Memphis, Tennessee, to Chulahoma, Mississippi: referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of citizens of Jef- 
ferson county, New York, asking ior the removal of a gravel 
bar in Sackett’s Harbor: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. Also another from citizens of the same eeu for 
the construction of a bulk-head forthe preservation of Navy 
Point, at Sackett’s Harbor: referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEATON: The petition of one hundred and 
seventy citizens of Camillus, Onondaga county, New York, 
asking for a reduction of the rates of postage at the present 
session of Congress: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of Daniel Weed, and 
forty-five others, citizens of Ipswich, Massachusetts, pray- 
ing Congressthat no slave State may be admitted into the 
Union. 

By Mr. E.D. POTTER: The petition of ninety-one citi- 
zens of Hardin and Marion counties, Ohio, asking for the 
establishment of a mail route from Kenton to Marion, in 
Ohio: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. MOSELEY: The petition of citizens of Buffalo, 
New York, foran appropriation fora sea wall to protect 
Buffalo harbor. 

ByMr. FRENCH: The petition of Elzaphan Rucker, pray- 
ing for an increase of his pension; which, with the accompa- 
nying papers, was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: the memorial of J. C. Ivory, and 1,371 
others; the memorial of A. B. Carpenter, and 54 others; the 
memorial of G. B. Walker, and 76 others; the memorial of 
Jos. Sneider, and 41 others; the memorial of W. A. Lacey, 
and 104 others; the memorial of John F. Kelso, and 219 others; 
the memorial of T. G. Mason, and 40 others; all praying a 
grant of lands to the State of Indiana, to aid in completing 
the Wabash and Erie canal: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUDSQN: The Petition of Amasa Walker and 
others, of North Brookfield, Massachusetts, fora reduction 
of Postage. The petition of Henry Tuckermun and others, 
. Ashburnham, Massachusetts, against the annexation of 

exas. . 


By Mr. FISH: The petition of John P Whitman, respect- 
ng say machine, invented by him. 

y Mr. CATLIN. The memorial of John Graham and 
18 others, mechanics of Greenville, Connecticut, praying 
for a reduction of postage: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Past Roods. 

By Mr. A. STEWART: The petition and documents of 
Joseph Taylor: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. The petitionand documents of Thomas Thompson: 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. P. STONE: The petition of John Stephenson’s 
heirs, praying for relief: referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims. 

By Mr. T.H. SEYMOUR: The petition of John Russell, of 
Hartford, Connecticut, praying that the act granting bounty 
lands to officers and eehdiere of the revolution, may be ex- 
tended tothose who died in service of fatigue, accidental 
wounds, or disease: referréd to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. Also, the petition of sundry persons, cit- 


izens of Farmington, Connecticut, praying that every prop- . 


ositionfor -the annexation of Texas to the United States 


may be rejected: referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


r Mr. MURPHY: The petition of Mary Jackson, widow 
of Thomas Hunter Jackson, late ayeoman in the United 
States navy, who died while in such service, praying a pen- 
sion: referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MACLAY: he memorial of Lieutenant A. Gar- 
land, of the United States marine corps, for compensation 
for performing the duties of purser of the United States 
res Brandywine: referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 

irs. 

_By Mr. HENRY DODGE: Two petitions, signed by 160 
citizens of Jefferson county, Territory of Wisconsin, asking 
Congress to establish a mail-route from the town of Azta- 
lon, via Waterloo and Columbus, to Fort Winnebago, in said 
et a petition signed by 108 citizens of Racine 
county, Territory of Wisconsin, asking the establishment 
ofa mail-route from the town of Racine to Betoit, in Rock 
county, passing through Burlington, Logansville, Delaware, 
and Darien, in said Territory; a petition signed by 100 citi- 
zens of Raeine county, Territory of Wisconsin, asking of 
Congress the establishment of a mail-route from the town 
of cine to Prairieville, in Milwaukie county, passing 
through Caledonia and Muscego; also from the town of 
Racine, to Wheatland and Geneva, Walworth county through 
Pike’s Grove and salivary Corner; a petition signed by 108 
citizens of the town and county of Racine, asking Congress 
that the mail-route may be so changed that the mail may be 
carried on the United States road from the said town of Ra- 
cine to Janesville, on Rock river, in said Territory: referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. A pe- 
tkion signed by 118 citizens of Oswego county, State of 
New York, ee for an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, in the Territo- 


ry of Wisconsin; a petition signed by 100 citizens of the 
State of Michigan, asking Congress for a appropriation for 
the same object; a petition signed by 38 citizens of Green 
Bay, Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress for an appro- 
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priation for the same object: which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


Wasuineron City, January 11, 1845. 
GentLemen: I perceive that your reporters mis- 
apprehended that part of my remarks made on yes- 
terday, on the subject of the annexation of Texas to 
this Union, in which I am made to allude to the 
honorable gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Sample) as 
having characterized this question of annexation as 
a local, sectional, and slavery question. This is 
wrong. So far as my remarks were directed to this 
branch of the subject, they were intended for the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 
Yours, respectfully, 
E. DEAN. 
Messrs. Biatr & Rives. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 13, 1845. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Department of State, 
transmitting, in compliance with the act of Congress 
of August, 1842, an account of such changes and 
modifications in the commercial systems of other na- 
tions by treaties, duties on imports and exports, 
as have come within the knowledge of that depart- 
ment since the date of its last annual report; which, 
on motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Also a communication from the Treasury De- 
pattment, transmitting the information required by 
the resolution of the 10th December, 1844, respect- 
ing the claim to lands in the State of Louisiana, 
called the Houma claim; which, on motion of Mr. 
JOHNSON, was ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also a communication from the War Department, 
transmitting, in compliance with the act of Congress 
of 1809, the contracts made by that department 
during oe 1844. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial from nume- 
rous citizens of Brandon, Vermont, and another 
from the young men of West Alexandria, Washing- 
ton county, Pennsylvania, praying for reform in the 
naturalization laws; which were referred to the 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. FOSTER of Tennessee presented a memorial 
from James Arnold of Hawkins county, Tennessee, 
asking to be placed on the pension roll: referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. FOSTER of Tennessee said, by permission 
of the Senate, he desired to offer to the consideration 
of that body a resolution on the subject of annexa- 
tion. And before doing so, he desired further to re- 
mark that, in taking the step he was about to adopt, 
he had not previously taken counsel of, or conversed 
with, any gentleman on the floor of the Senate. He had 
studiously avoided all such interviews, he said, not 
out of any disrespect to the views or wishes of the hon- 
orable gentlemen with whom it was his pride to act 
on most occasions, nor with any sinister intent of 
embarrassing the great question to which he was 
about to direct their attention. But he had a duty, 
he said, to perform—a double duty—a duty to him- 
self, and a duty to that portion of the people of the 
Union whose commission he wore; and having de- 
liberately made up his mind, he purposely avoided 
discussions, as he knew they must result in no 
change of convictions on his pert. As to himself, 
individually, he said he did not wish or intend to 
repress any longer, an open and candid acknowl- 
edgement of the anxieties he had always felt on 
this important subject. These anxieties had their 
birth with the first intimation of the late un- 
wise and premature agitation of the subject by 
the American government. Time and events, in- 
stead of soothing, had increased and aggravated the 
cares he was then confessing; and he doubted not 
but that many who heard him would take to their 


own bosoms similar sympathies. The subject of 


annexation (Mr. F. observed) presented to the de- 
cision of Congress a great matter. Its gravity and 
tmportance could not be mistaken by any reflecting 
mind. In his faithful opinion, it involved the harmo- 
ny of the nation, if not its foreign peace; and unless 
it should be fortunately adjusted—if adjusted at all— 
it would, in all probability, in some consequences 
not very remote, lead to a dissolution of the Union. 
In this painful light he had always contemplated the 
measure; and he saw nothing in the tone or the tem- 
per of the public mind to mitigate or remove his ap- 
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prehensions. He could not, therefore, in the situa- 
tion which he occupied, any longer observe that si- 
lence which most comported with his feelings and 
his disposition, and which the Senate would bear 
him witness was not unnecessarily broken in that as- 
sembly. 

On the subject of annexation, he had opinions 
(Mr. F. continued) which were not unknown to his 
constituents and the public. They had been freely, 
openly, and repeatedly expressed, here and else- 
where; and, Sai oeae variations, not intended now 
to be adverted to, they remained unchanged. He fa- 
vored a union of the two republics on just and prop- 
er principles alone, as he hoped and believed; but 
at the same time he did not wish or intend to conceal 
the sympathies that mingled with, and no doubt 
fortified and encouraged, his opinions. Texas, he 
said, if he had been rightly informed, was indebted 
o his own noble, gallant, and generous State for a 
arge fraction of her population: he thought, indeed, 
he would not exaggerate if he should state that frac- 
tion at one-tenth of her people, including the de- 
scendants of her early settlers. He professed to 
have a heart, he said, and he hoped it would be al- 
ways filled with enough of human benevolence to 
enable him to think kindly of those who had once 
been his friends and neighbors. These sentiments, 
however, had notgoverned or controlled his decision; 
they did not do so now, if he, happily, underatood 
his own convictions; nor should they induce him, 
now or hereafter, to consent to any act in the details 
or the final consummation of this great busi- 
ness, that his best judgment did not honestly 
approve. Whilst, therefore, he was in fa- 
vor of annexation, he should not hesitate 
to avow that he did not then see how he could give 
his support and consent to the measure, unless the 
principles and conditions incorporated in the 
proposition he was about to sabmit were fun- 
damental articles in the act of association 
Sir, (said Mr. F.) I wish to be distinctly understood. 
These stipulations must be in that Instrament— 
fixed in their character, imperative hereafter upon 
Congress and the whole country, and forever invio- 
late and inflexibie. 

So much for the substance of things, (Mr. F. 
continued;) for he did not intend then, he said, to 
discuss the reasons that influenced his judgment and 
decision. If this should become necessary, another 
day and another occasion would better suit the 
task. 

In regard to the form of the act, or, as the law- 
yers would call it, the ‘“‘quo modo” of annexation, 
(Mr. F.said,) he was by no means determined. In 
fact, (he said,) he entertained great doubt, and he 
wished it to be explicitly understood that he did not 
intend tocommit himself to the particular form he 
was then about to submit to the Senate. In other 
words, the paper he held in his hands contained the 
terms, but should not bind him to the forms of an- 
nexation; and he hoped that the discordant opinions 
of other honorable gentlemen—wiser than he pre- 
tended to be, and more practised in such great af- 
fuirs—would excuse his present indecision. There 
was, however, on this branch of his subject, one 
thing he desired to state, and from which he hoped 
never to deviate. He was, he repeated, a friend to 
annexation; but he was resolved never to give the 

olicy his support, either by resolution, by law, or 

y treaty, unless the form in which it was present- 
ed to him found its sanction in the broad face of the 
constitution, and among the precedents which the 
fathers of the republic had left behind them. In 
some one of these forms, (he said,) if they could 
happily agree, he had no doubt they could find a 
path to travel in, and there he was prepared to walk 
if he could be accompanied by the principles he 
should now submit. 

Mr. F. then submitted the following: 





Joint resolututions declaring the terms on which Congress 
will admit Texus into the Union as a State: 


1. Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled, That Congress doth consent that the 
territory properly included within, and rightfully helong- 
ing to, the republic of Texas, may he erected into a new 
State, to be called the State of Texas, with a republicaa form 
of government, to he adopted by the people of said repub- 
lic, by deputies in convention assembled, with the coment 
of the existing government, in order that the same may te 
admitted as one of the States of this Union. 

2. And be it further resolved, That the foregoing consent 
of Congress is given upon .the following conditions, and 

. Witp the following guaranties, to wit: 

1, Said State to be formed subject to the adjustment by 
this government of all questions of boundary that may arise 
with other Ss = the Mcp ent ae with 

the proper evidence of its adoption ¢ people af said re- 
public a Texas, shall be transmitted to the President of the 
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United States to be laid before Congress for its final action, 
on or before the first day of January, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-six. 

2. Said State, when admitted into the Union, after ceding 
to the United States all mines, minerals, salt lakes, and 
springs, and also ali public edifices, fortifications, barracks, 
poris and harbors, navy and navy-yards, docks, magazines, 
arms, armaments, and all other property and means pertain- 
ing to the public defence, belonging to said republic of Tex- 
@s, shall retain all the public funds, debts, taxes, and dues of 
every kind, which may belong to, or be due or owing said 
— lic; and #hall also retain all the vacant and unappro- 
priated lands, lying within its limits, to be applied to the 
payment of the debts and liabilities of said repnblic of Texas: 
ead the residue of said lands, after discharging said debts 
and liabilities, to be disposed of as said State may direct; but 
in no event are said debts and liabilities to become a charge 
upon the government of the United States. 

3. New States, of convenient size, and having sufficient 

pulation, may hereafter, by the consent of said State, be 
| to out of the territory thereof, which shall be entitled 
to admission under the provisions of the federal constitu 
tion. And such States as me be formed out of that portion 
of said territory lying south of thirty six degrees thirty 
minutes north latitude, commonly known as the Missouri 
compromise line, shall he admitted into the Unien, with or 
without slavery, as the people of such State asking admis- 
sion may desire. 

The joint resolutions were read the second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented a memorial from 
James Delano, asking indemnity for losses by 
French spoliations prior to 1800: referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. : 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial from 
sundry citizens of Edwards county, Michigan, pray- 
ing for a reduction of the rates of pene, and 
abridgement of the franking privilege: ordered to 
lie on the table, a bill having been reported. a 

Mr. SEVIER presented a petition from 146 citi- 
zens of Union county, Arkansas, praying fora mail 
route from Eldridge, in that county, to Farmersville, 
in Union parish, in the State of Louisiana; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. + 

Mr. BATES presented a petition from inhabit- 
ants of Newton, Massachusetts, on the subject of 
annexation; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Also, a memorial from Daniel Weed, and 44 
others, of Ipswich, Massachusetts, praying for the 
abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which, upon the question of re- 
ception being raised, was laid upon the table. 

On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Eliza M. Cloud, widow of 
a deceased naval surgeon, praying for the continuation of 
her pension, be taken from the files, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from the 

ople of the State of New York, praying that 

exas may not be annexed to the United States: 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from 
Cadwallader Wallace, praying for compensation for 
certain lands of which he was deprived under a 
treaty of the United States: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was 

Ordered, That the papers connected with the claim of J. 
Throckmorton, for remuneration for losses by a failure of 
the United States to comply with its contract, be taken from 
the files, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from 
Comfort Drew, asking bor a pension for services in 
the revolutionary wer: referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. FAIRFIELD, leave was grant- 
ed to withdraw from the files the petition of Peter 
Frost. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a letter addressed to the 
Committee on Claims, by William D. Clayton, 
concerning his claun against the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Also presented a memorial, signed by a member 
of the bar of the county of Huron, Ohio, praying 
that that State may be divided into two judicial 
districts: referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Also presented the proceedings and resolutions of 
a meeting of the citizens of Zanesville, Ohio, in fa- 
vorofthe annexation of Texas to the United States, 
by an act of the present Congress, and for the ex- 
tension of the laws of the United States, by the es- 
tablishment of a territorial government over the 
territory of Oregon: read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pengiona, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of Catharine 
Leavitt, for arrears of pension; Mary Carleton, the 
widow of Moses Carleton, a revolutionary soldier, 
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for a pension; and Jacob Fowler, for a pension; and 
on the memorial of the citizens of Western Pennsyl- 
vania, (once the theatre of the Indian wars,) asking 
for an extension of the benefite of the pension laws 
to the soldiers in those wars, prior to 1794; which 
reports were ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, the Committee on 
Pensions was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the House bill for the relief of Hugh Wallace 
Wormley; and it was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. BATES, the Committee on 
Pensions was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of Joseph Veazie. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the resolu- 
tion of the legislature of Maryland on the subject, 
reported a bill to provide for free bridges across the 
eastern branch of the Potomac, in the city of Wash- 
ington; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading, and to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER gave notice that he would, to-mor- 
row, ask leave to report a bill for the relief of the 
orphan asylum and female school in Alexandria, 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back, with an amendment, the bill 
for the better organization of the district court of 
the United States within the State of Louisiana, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported back, without 
amendment, the joint resolution authorizing the 
Postmaster General to make permanent contracts 
for transporting the United States mail over rail- 
roads. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, with an amendment, the 
bill from the House allowing a drawback on foreign 
merchandise exported in original packages to Chia- 
huahua and Santa Fé, in Mexico. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the committee on Ore- 
gon, reported the following resolution; which was 
agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That an act of the British Parliament, passed in 
the forty-third year of the reignof George the Third, en- 
titled ‘an act for eng the jurisdiction of the courts of 
justice in the provinces of Lower and Upper Canada to the 
trial and coon of persons guilty of crimes and of:- 
fences within certain parts of North America adjoining the 
said provinces;” also, an act of said Parliament entitled ‘‘an 
act for regulating the fur trade, and establishing a criminal 
and civil jurisdiction within certain parts of North Ameri- 
ca;” and all other acts or parts of acts of said Parliament 
which relate to the extension of British jurisdiction over 
the countries west of the Rocky mountains, or acts of the 
jocal government of Canada relating to the same subject, be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of passing an act 
further to regulate the costs and fees accruing in suits and 


prosecutions in the district and circuit courts of the United 
States for the State of Louisiana. 


Mr. ASHLEY presented a petition of 150 cit- 
izans of the county of Washita, Arkansas, praying 
for the establishment of a land district in the south- 
ern part of Arkansas; which was laid on the table, 
a bill having been reported for that purpose. 

Also, presented a petition of 140 citizens of the 
same county, asking for an appropriation of $20 
for the improvement of Washita river in said State: 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented additional docu- 
ments on the claim of Henry King; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion by Mr. HANNEGAN, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files the files the pa- 
pers in the case of Peter Von Schmidt. 

On motion by Mr. ATHERTON, the Committee 
on Pensions was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petitions of Susannah Knight, the 
widow of a deceased revolutionary soldier, and 
Olive Niles, praying for an amendment of the pen- 
sion laws—the commitice having already reported a 
general resolution granting the relief prayed for. 

On motion by Mr. BARROW, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the Senate the petition 
and papers of Robert Moore, relative to a land 
claim. 


On motion by Mr. WOODBURY, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions inquire into 
the expediency of granting a pension to Nicholas Jacob, 
and that his petition be referred to that committee. 

The following bills and joint resolutions from the 


House were taken up, read twice, and referred, viz: 

























































The joint resolution concerning relatiy. 
certain Officers in the navy of the United a . 
The joint resolution authorizing the Postmaste 
: r 

General of the United States to contract With ce 
tain railroad companies, in certain cases without 
advertising for proposals therefor: referred to th ‘ 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The House bill to change the boundary of th 
Red river land district, in the State of Arkansas, 
was read twice, and laid on the table for the present. 
on the motion of Mr. ASHLEY. , 

Mr. BAYARD, on leave, introduced a bill p 
viding for the establishment of a naval achool: 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit. 
tee on Naval Affairs. " 

Mr. WOODBURY submitted the follo 
lution; which, under the rule, lies one 
table, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Tre i 
to lay before the Senate a aisle Fee oe. ee 
E annexed to his annual report at this session, with the 
rates ad valorem to which the duty on them amounted that 
was actually paid by the importers. , 

JUDICIAL EVIDENCES OF CLAIMS, 

The general orders brought up the Senate bill for 
the relief of Miles King and his assigns, for further 
consideration, as in committee of the whole. 

This bill was reported by the Committee on the 
Judiciary some weeks back, and was grounded on 
a memorial and documents referred to that com. 
mittee. 

It proposes that the Third Auditor of the Treasy. 
ry shall, under tife direction of the Attorney Gen- 
eral, settle the account of Miles King, formerly na- 
vy agent at Norfolk; which account is specified and 
set forth in the award of the special commissioner 
made in the case of the United States against said 
King and his sureties, commenced and prosecuted 
in the circuit court of the United States for the east. 
ern district of Virginia, dated 3d February, 1843, 
on areference of the cause to said commissioner 
by a rule of the court, with the consent of the par. 
ties; and that the Secretary of the Treasury pay 
said King, or assigns, such ‘sum, if any, as may be 
found due on such settlement: provided that, if 
King, or his assigns, owe any thing on other ac. 
counts to the treasury, it shall be deducted. 

Mr. HAYWOOD considered this case based up- 
on the same principle which obtained in the case of 
the Reeside claim. The only difference was, that 
in the present case the claim had undergone the 
process of reference to the accouuting officer of the 
government; and it now came up (as the Reeside 
case would have to come up after the report of the 
auditor next session) for the decision of Congress. 
The Fourth Auditor had already investigated and re- 
ported adversely upon the account of King; but 
upon an examination of his report, he (Mr. H.) 
was satisfied the claim to a certain extent—not, 
however, to that of the award of the commissioner 
—should be justly considered and allowed. The 
Senate had already decided, in the Reeside case and 
many others, that, previous to the action of Con- 
gress on claims supported by judgments obtained in 
the United States circuit courts, there should be a 
submission of the claims and documents to the ac- 
counting officers of the government for reinvestiga- 
tion, without authority for payment, till Congress 
should further order upon due consideration of the 
reports of the accounting officers, and the equity of 
the claims, as well as of the decision of the auditors. 
The present case having been referred to the Fourth 
Auditor and investigated by him, was now ina po 
er condition for reference to the committee specially 
charged with the duty of reporting upon claims 
against the government. He therefore moved to re- 
fer the bill to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BERRIEN, although he had submitted to the 
decision of the Senate in the Reeside case, did not 
approve of the principle of re-referring such claims 
to the accounting officers, without at the same time 
providing for the payment of their awards. It was 
an unnecessary delay of justice to submit a claim, 
and all the documents on which it was founded, to 
an auditor of the government for investigation and 
settlement, and then delay the payment of his 
award. Mr. B. stated at large the nature of the 
present claim, and the peculiar hardships of delay- 
ing justice in the case, 

Messrs. ARCHER, BAYARD, and BERRIEN 
advocated the adoption of the bill, and opposed the 
motion of committal as unnecessary, and (by Mr. 
ARCHER) as wanting in respect to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, as well as to the functionaries of 
the government who had already investigated the 
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